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He also, from the same committee, to whom || Committee on Naval Affairs, and the contractors | 


was referred the memorial of H. Gold Rogers, 
are chargé d’affaires of the United States to Sar- 
dinia, praying to be allowed arrears of compensa- 
son, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was ordered to be printed. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom 
were referred documents in the case of J. G. 
gohwarr, late consul of the United States at Vien- 
aa praying compensation for diplomatic services, 
<upmitted a report thereon; which was ordered to 
be printed; and the committee were discharged 
from the further consideration of the subject. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom | 


was referred the petition of George Frasier, pray- 


ing remaneration for losses sustained in conse- | 


quence of the seizure of his property, and the im- 
srisonment of himself by the Mexican authorities 
i. 1240, submitted a report thereon; which was 
ordered to be printed; and the committee were 
discharged from the further consideration of the 
subject. 

~ He also, from the same committee, to whom 
was referred the bill from the House of Repre- 


sentatives for the relief of W. D. Porter, of the | 


United States Navy, reported it back without 
amendment. 

Mr. HUNTER, from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, to whom was referred the bill making ap- 
propriations for the transportation of the United 
States mail by ocean steamers and otherwise, 
during the fiscal year ending the 30th of June, 
1855, reported it back without amendment. 


REV. JAMES KING. 


Mr. ROCKWELL submitted the following | 


resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, Thatthe President of the United States be re- | 


quested to furnish, for the use of the Senate, (if not incom- 


patible with the public interests,) copies of that part of the | 


correspondence, which has not been already furnished, 
between the Department of State and Mr, Marsh, our Min- 
ister to Constantinople, relative to the affairs of the Rev. 
James King. 


GARDNER’S DICTIONARY. 


Mr. BRODHEAD submitted the following res- | 


olution for consideration: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Military Affairs be 
instructed to inquire into the expediency of purchasing —— 


copies of Gardner’s dictionary of the Army, for distribu- 


tion among the Senate. 
DRY-DOCK AT PENSACOLA. 


Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I rise for the | 


purpose of making an inquiry of the chairman of 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, [Mr. Sarin 
It will be recollected that some months since 

introduced a resolution calling on that committee 


to examine-and report as to the work for build- | 
ing a dry-dock and basin at the Pensacola navy- | 


yard. A report from the Navy Department was 
received on that subject, and referred to the 


Committee on Naval Affairs on my motion, but I | 
believe that committee have not yet made a | 


report on the subject. I wish to inquire of the 


chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs | 
whether we are to expect a report from the com- | 
Whilst | am on the 
floor, 1 would remark, sir, that it is important | 


mittee during this session. 


some action should be taken by Congress upon 
the subject. It appears by the report from the 
Department, which was submitted to the commit- 
tee, that these contractors were paid the full amount 
of their contract pgce, though the work which 
they performed was not received by the Govern- 
ment. ina have by that means obtained nearly 
& million of dollars from the public Treasury 
without the Government receiving any valuable 
consideration. Subsequently, 1 understand, a 
contract was entered into with the same contract- 
ors for building a basin for the dock in California. 
think it is time some action may be taken by 
the Government in regard to the non-fulfillment 
of the contract by these contractors, before they 
receive any further sum of money from the Treas- 
ury. I wish to inquire of the chairman of the 
committee what is the state of the case? 
Mr.GWIN. The question was referred to the 
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\, were required to present a response to the report 
made by the Navy Department; and also to take 


—_———— 3¢— 


ferred to the committee. The contractors have 
responded, in an elaborate production, which the 
committee, from the multitude of business on 
hand, have not been able to consider. I believe, 


| through the day—to move to be discharged from 
its further consideration, and to have the response 
of the parties printed, in order that we may take 
effective action during the next session of Con- 
gress. 


tee—I have heard it so expressed, though not for- 


| law, and | think the order of the committee will 

be, that the Government and the contractors shall 
| settle the question by judicial proceedings. I 
merely give this as my opinion, because there has 


have not been able to examine the facts fully at 
this late period of the session; but I believe it is 


and examine it before it is finally disposed of. 
Mr. MORTON. Mr. President 





fore the Senate; and, therefore, debate is out of 
order. 

Mr. MORTON. I suppose it is perfectly in 
order to make inquiries of the chairman of a com- 
| mittee in respect to any business before them. 

The PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion 
that it is not. 





on Naval Affairs be discharged from the further 


of the contractors be printed. I make the motion 
for the purpose of enabling the Senator to be heard. 

Mr. MORTON. I mere! 
suggestion: it appears from the report of the Navy 
Department that these contractors have received, 
|| in violation of law and contract, $1,000,000 from 
the public Treasury, while the matter is pending 
|| and under investigation. I say, a stop should be 
put to their receiving any more money from the 
public Treasury. The matteris before the Naval 
Committee; and the only suggestion I thought 
proper to throw out was whether it would not be 
well that the contractors should be estopped trom 
receiving any more money from the Treasury? 

Mr. GWIN. The charge of the Senator, that 
these parties have received money in violation of 
the contract, is emphatically denied by the con- 
tractors, They bring forward abundant evidence 
to prove that they have not violated the contract. 
That is their side of the question. They bring 
satisfactory proof of that fact, and 1 wish to have 
it printed. The Senator has stated his. position, 
in reference to this matter. Now,I! say there has 
been no violation of law, so far as | remember, 
discovered by the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
in thetransaction. These parties have spoken for 
themselves. I wish the document to be printed, 
and laid before the Senate, and at the next session 
the Senator can move any action which he thinks 
proper. 

he PRESIDENT. The question is on dis- 
charging the Committee on Naval Affairs from 
the further consideration of the subject. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs, | must say that | never 
heard any determination of theirs, formal or th- 
formal, to ask to be discharged from the further 
consideration of the subject. 

Mr. GWIN. I never stated so. I said I would 
ask it during the day. I made the motion merely 
that the Senator from Florida might be in order in 
his remarks. I now withdraw it. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. I havea word to say on 
the subject. 

‘| Mr.GWIN. I renew the motion to allow the 
|| Senator to be heard. 














notice of the remarks of the Senator from Florida | 
when he presented the resolution which was re- | 


however, it is the sense of the committee—though 
I have not asked for it, but I intend to do so | 


I believe it is the opinion of the commit- | 


mally—that the best plan to test the question at || 


been no formal decision of the committee. We | 
the sense of the committee to take up the question || 


The PRESIDENT. There is no question be- 


| Mr.GWIN. Thenl movethat the Committee || 


consideration of the subject, and that the response | 


wish to make this || 
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} 

|| had time fully to investigate the matter, Itis a 
subject which ought to be thoroughly investigated, 
because money is constantly asked for by the Bu- 
reau of Yards and Docks to continue these dry- 
dock operations in various parts of the country. 


_I think there is no necessity for discharging the 
committee, Or printing the response of the con- 
tractors, until the action of the committee is had 

|| upon it. 

| Mr.GWIN. I withdraw the motion. 

1] PRIVATE BILLS. 


| 
|| Mr. SLIDELL. When the Senate agreed to 
|| meet at ten o’clock this morning, it was, as I un- 
|| derstood with the intention of putting on their 
passage private bills which have come from the 
| House of Representatives, and have been favorably 
reported on by our committees. [ presume there 
| will be no attempt to pass any bill to which objec- 
|| tion is made or which will lead to discussion. I 
think we can get rid of some forty or fifty bills in 
|| the course of an hour. 
Mr.GWIN. I consider that if we go on with 
|| private bills now, it will be equivalent to postpon- 
| ing all the apprdpriation bills. 
Mr. SLIDELL. 1 wish the Senator from Cal- 
| ifornia to understand that I have no desire, and I 
|| presume nobody else has, to occupy more than 


three quarters of an hour in the consideration of 
private bills. 


Mr.GWIN. Then [ have no objection. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate ac- 
cordingly proceeded to consider private bills from 
the House of Representatives, as stated below: 

| 
JOHN FRINK. 
Mr. RUSK. The Committee on the Post Office 


| 
| 
| 
| 


and Post Roads, to whom was referred the bil! of 
|| the House of Representatives, for the relief of 
John Frink, have instructed me to report it back, 


|| and recommend its passage. 
|| now considereg. 

There being no objection the Senate proceeded 
| to consider the bill asin Committee of the Whole. 
| Its object is to authorize the Postmaster General 
| to pay te John Frink $750, the amount of two fines 


I ask that it may be 


wrongfully imposed on him in the third and fourth 
| quarters of the year 1839, and deducted from his 
| pay for carrying the mail on route 2811, from 
Joliet to Danville Minois. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
| third time, and passed. 

SCHOOL TOWNSHIP IN OHIO. 
Mr. DODGE, of lowa. I am instructed by the 
| Committee on Public Lands, to report back with- 
| out amendment, House bill for the relief of the 
civil township of Marion, in the county of Mer- 
cer, Ohio, and to ask for its consideration now. 

By unanimous consent, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
It proposes to authorize the trustees of the civil 
| township of Marion, coun®fy of Mercer, Ohio, to 

select out of the unsold lands of the United States 
| in that State, one section of land for school pur- 
|| poses, in lieu of section sixteen, to which the 
| township. is entitled by acts of Congress. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


W. D. PORTER. 

~« Mr. MASON. I am directed by the Commit- 

| tee on Foreign Relations to report back, without 
amendment, House bi'l for the relief of W. D. 
Porter, of the Unfited States Navy. A similar bill 
passed the Senate at the last session, and again at 

| this session. It is really an urgent case, and I 

| hope the Senate will pass the bill at once. 

here being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 

mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the 





| bill. 
|| The bill provides for the settlement of the ac- 
|| counts of Lieutenant W. D. Porter, of the Navy, 

for moneys expended by him in defraying the 


| expenses of bringing Amin Bey and suite to the 


|| Mr. BRODHEAD. The Senator from Califor- || United States, in compliance with the request of 
\) nia is right in saying that the committee have not || the Hon. G. P. Marsh, United States Minister 
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at Constantinople; the amount not to exceed | of the land; and about five years thereafter, Mc- | 


$2,024 32. 
Lieutenant Porter, then at Genoa in command 
of the United States storeship Erie, and about 





. | 
to return home, received a letter from the Hon. | 


George P. 
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| Kneely, the other memorialist, joined him in the 
| Occupation, and they have continued to occupy it 
to the present time. They have made extensive 
and valuable improvements on the land, and have 


Marsh, Minister resident of the || erected thereon a sugar-house, machinery, &c., 


United States at Constantinople, dated the 20th of || valued at $15,000. They have had under inclos- 
May, 1850, requesting him to receive Amin Bey |) ure, for ten years, about one thousand acres. The 


and his attendants on board his ship, and to bring 


them to the United States; in which letter the | 
minister says that the visit was made onfthe sug- | 
gestion of the American legation, and under the | 
proffer of a free passage for Amin Bey and his | 


attendants, in any public ship of the United States 


about to return home; and further, that he doubts || 
not the ** Government will reimburse you forany 


expense to which you may be subjected by afford- 
ing him a passage.’’ 

In compliance with this request, Amin Bey, 
with hia attendants, including Mr. John P. 
Brown, a8 dragoman, were received on board the 
Erie, at Genva, on the Sth of July, and landed at 
New York on the 13th of September, 1850. The 
mission was treated as one of sufficient conse- 
—— to the United States, by our minister at the 
Turkish court, to warrant the responsibility he 
assumed in giving the invitation, and tendering a 


passage in a public ship; 4 step fully justified by | 
Congress, in the appropriation subsequently of a | 


large aum of money to defray the expenses of | : 
B y ggg 5. || dulge me by taking up Senate bill ‘* to provide for 


Amin Bey while in this country, The commit- 
tee are satisfied, from their inquiries, that the pe- 
culiar national habits of thigguest of the ship rie 
must have subjected its commander to expenses 
exceeding those of an ordinary guest having a 
like retinue; and, although far the larger part of 
the expenditures made are sustained by vouchers, 
they deem it just to admit some of the charges 
for which, under the circumstances, strict vouch- 
ers could not be obtained. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


M’VEA AND M’KNEELY. 


Mr. SLIDELL. As there have already been 
three deviations from the regular coarse of busi- 
ness, | hope the Senate will now indulge me in 
taking up House bill ‘for the® relief of John 
McVea and John F. McKneely, of Louisiana. | 
had intended not to ask for any preference, but 
as other bills have been taken out of the regular 
order, I hope this will be. 

By unanimous consent, the bill was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

it provides that, upon the return to the land of- 
fice at Greensburg, Louisiana, of plats of surveys, 
duly approved by the Surveyor oaket of town- 
ship three south of range one west, and township 
three south of range one east, it shall be lawful 
for John McVea and John F. McKneely to enter, 
at $1 25 per acre, the one thousand acre tract 
which they have long held in possession and cul- 
tivation, and which is represented as covering 
parts of sections one, two, eleven, and twelve, in 
township three south of range one west, and parts 
of sections six, seven, thirteen, and eighteen, of 
township three south of range one east, in the 
Greensburg land district, Louisiana; but the entry 
is to be according to the legal subdivisions of the 
public lands, and to embrace the land actually cul- 
tivated and inclosed by them, as near as may 
be, and not to the prejudice of any valid adverse 
rights, if any exist, to any part of the-land. 

It appears that Thomas Scott, the father-in-law 
of the memorialists, verbally contracted in 1829 or 
1830 with John McVea, senior, for about one 
thousand acres of jand in the parish of East Feli- 
ciana, Louisiana. John McVea, senior, repre- 
sented himself as authorized to sell the land fs 
agent of one Corcoran, the supposed owner, then 
residing in the city of New Orleans. Scott was to 
have titleas soon as the agent should obtain ade- 
or, authority from the reputed owner, to make 
the conveyance. In 1830, Scott took possession 
of the land, and made considerable improvements. 
Soon after the verbal agreement was made, the 
agent of the reputed owner died, and no convey- 
ance to Scott was ever executed. Scott entered 
upon the land under the belief that he should ulti- 
mately obtain title. After Scott had been in pos- 
session for some years, he made a donation of the 
land to the memorialists. About fifteen years ago, 
the memorialist, McVea, entered into possession 


reputed owner of the land died soon after his 
agent, and it turns out that the land belonged to 
the United States. The public lands in that vicin- 
ity, embracing the premises in question, have 
been surveyed, but these premises have been with- 


| held from sale, in order that the claim of the me- 








but failed in the House for want of time. 


morialists may be adjusted. 


The memorialists set forth that under the sur- | 
| vey, some fragments of quarter sections fell out- | 


| side of their inclosures, and that upon such frag- 
ments persons have been disposed to make settle- 
| ments, in hopes of ultimately holding the greater 
| portion of quarter sections within their inclosures. 
| hey pray for the passage of a law allowing them 


|| to purchase the land inclosed by them, not ex- 


! 


| ceeding one thousand acres, at $1 25 an acre. 
| The bill was reported to the Senate without 


|| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a | 


| third time, and passed. 
INDIANA BONDS. 
Mr. BRIGHT. I must ask the Senate to in- 


the surrender of certain bonds of the State of In- 
diana, held by the United States.’’ It was intro- 
duced as early as the second week of the session. 
It has heretofore passed the Senate three times, 


There being no objection, the Senate, as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 


Finance, with an amendment, to strike out all 
after the enacting clause, and insert the following: 


That the heads of the Departments who have them in 
charge, be, and they are hereby, authorized to surrender to 
the State of [Indiana the bonds of the said State held by the 


| 
} 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| United States, (not including bank bonds,) and to receive 


under, and by virtue of, an act of the Legislature of the 


| State of Indiana to provide for the funded debt of said 
bonds to be exchanged for the said certificates of stock : 


in exchange for said bonds so surrendered, shall be held by 
| the said heads of Departments on the same account, and 
in the same manner, and for the same purposes, as the said 
Indiana bonds are now held. 

In an arrangement of the State of Indiana with 
her creditors, she surrendered to them the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal for one half of her public 
debt, with an agreement on the part of the bond- 
holders that the canal should be completed to 
Evansville, on the Ohio river, to be managed 
by three trustees, two on the part of the bond- 
| holders, and one on the part of the State. The 
old bonds of the State were to be taken up, and 
new bonds were to be issued; and on one half the 
amount the revenues of the State were to be ap- 
plied forthe punctual payment of the interest, and 
| the ultimate redemption of the principal; and for 
| the other half, canal bonds were to be issued, 
having for their bases the Wabash and Eriecanal, 
which is now fully completed, uniting the waters 
of Lake Erie with those of the Ohio river. 
| Government is now asked to be as liberal to the 
State of Indiana as her foreign creditors have 
been. 


to, the bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and the amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. WALKER. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Indiana what will be the difference to the 
Government between the old and new stock? 

Mr. BRIGHT. The stock which the Govern- 
ment now holds is worth nothing, as the law 
stands. Under the arrangement proposed by the 

ommittee on Finance, the Government will get 
stock worth, at once, half the par value, and which 
will, prospectively, be worth the other half. As 
it is, the Government gets nothing. There wasa 
long report made by the Senator from Delaware, 
[Mr. Crayton,]in 1848, which fully explains the 
whole matter. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
eading, read a third time, and passed. 


JAMES WALSH. 


Mr. WELLER. I hope the bills will now be 
taken up regularly in their order, 





| bill on the Calendar is one for the relief of 
| Walsh, which has been reported from th 
|| mittee on Pensions. 


the Ist day of January, 


it had been reported back from the Committee on | 


in lieu thereof the new certificates of stock to be issued | 


| State, and approved the 27th day of January, 1847, the said | 


| Provided, That the new certificates of stock to be received | 


The | 


The amendment of the committee was agreed | 
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The PRESIDENT. The first House 


Private 
J ameg 
e Com. 


it directs the Secretary of the Interior to lac 
the name of James Walsh, of the District of C., 
lumbia, upon the roll of invalid pensioners, at the 
rate of eight dollars per month, to commence va 
: | 1854, and to CONtinue 
during his natural life. 
James Walsh proves to have been in the 
of the United States as a private soldier fr 
6th of December, 1836, until May 4, 184 
| the exception of a few months, at each expiration 
| of his time he was honorably discharged, exce it 
on one occasion, he is reported as under ordinas 
disability, which continued only one month and 
/nine days. He also proves that at the battle o/ 


Service 
Om the 
9, with 


‘| Molino del Rey, in Mexico, September 8, 1847 


he was wounded in the left foot by a shot, which 
now renders him, as appears by the certificate o/ 
Surgeon Wotherspoon,of the United States Arm 
| entirely incapacitated from earning his livelihood 
| by manual labor, and he is now an inmate of the 
| military asylum in the District of Columbia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withoy 
| amendment, ordered to a third reading, read , 

third time, and passed. 


JESSE R. FAULKNER, 
| House bill for the relief of Jesse R. Faulkner 
| of Missouri, reported from the Committee on 

Pensions, was next considered as in Committee 
| of the Whole. 

It directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
| the name of Jesse R. Faulkner, of Missouri, on 
| the pension roll of the United States, at the rate of 
|| eight dollars per month, during his natural life, 

commencing January 1, 1854. 

Faulkner was a private in Captain Burwell’s 
|| company of Virginia militia during the fall of 
|| 1814, and while on a scouting party on or about 
|| the first of November, 1814, between Snowden’s 
Iron Works and Annapolis, in the State of Mary. 
| land, the party was fired on by a party of British, 


| and Jesse was wounded slightly in the hip, and 


| badly in the knee; the wound in the hip got nearly 
| well, but the knee has been crippled ever since, 
|| and grows worse when exercised, producing total 
disability. He is a man of good character, is 
poor and needs aid, and calls upon his Govern- 
ment for it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 


HENRY N. HALSTED. 

The next private bill of the House of Repre- 
|| sentatives on the Calendar, was one for the relief 
| of Henry N. Halsted, which had been reported 
|| from the Committee on Pensions. 

|| Mr. BROWN. I will suggest that the reading 
| of the bill is unnecessary, unless it is especially 
| called for. It unnecessarily consumes time in 
|| these pension bills. 
| Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to have the bills read. 
|| I do not think we should be called upon to pass 
| these bills without reading them, though the 
|, House may have passed one hundred in a bunch. 
| The bill was read. It proposes to direct the 
Secretary of War to place the name of Henry N. 
Halsted on the roll of invalid pensioners, at the 
| rate of four dollars per month, commencing Jan- 
| uary 1, 1845, and continuing during his natural 
life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I should like to know why 
| this man should be an exception to all other cili- 
'zens of the United States. Why should he be 
allowed four dollars a month? There does not 
seem to beany reason for it at all. 

Mr. WELLER. The bilj requires the Secre- 
tary of War topay this pension. It should bethe 
| Secretary of the Interior, for he now has charge 
of the subject. I do not see how it can be paid # 
the War Department; but I will not propose ai 
amendment, for fear it might defeat the bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS, Let the report be read. | 
wish to know why this money is to be paid. _ 

The Secretary then read the report; from which 
| it appears that Halsted was in the service of ‘he 
United States, in the year 1814, in a company 
| commanded b Captain John G. Weaver, of the 
| New York militia, at Sackett’s Harbor. His ser- 
|| vice commenced on the 22d of August, 1814, and 
\| ended on the 9th of November following, whe 
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1854. 
he was regularly discharged on account of sick- 

sess. His sickness was the camp disorder, and 

eal the piles in an agsravated manner, and 

nas continued until the present time, and it hag 

jisabled and enfeebled him very much, 

; The report contains a statement of many depo- 

sitions to prove the disability of Halsted, and 

that it resulted from his military Service. 

“Mr. TOOMBS. All I have to say is, that if 
there be a word of truth in the report, this man 

‘ould have got his pension long since at the Pen. 

sion Office. [ suppose from hig not getting it 

there, the statements are not true, 

“No amendment being proposed, the bi]I was 

reported to the Senate, ordered to a third reading, | 
read a third time, and passed. 


BENJAMIN HAMMOND, 


House bill for the relief of Benjamin Hammond, 
ofthe State of New York, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary 
of the Interior to place Hammond’s name on the 
invalid pension roll, at eight dollars a month from 
January 1, 1854, to continue during his natural 
life. { 

Mr. TOOMBS called for the reading of the re. | 
port; and it was accordingly read, 

' Hammond was a Sergeant in Captain Badger’s 
company, in the artillery regiment commanded by 
Colonel Thom, in the war of 18]9. Upon one 
occasion the colonel wag informed that two men, || 
svspected of being Spies, had been in the camp, 

aud had escaped. He ordered Hammond to take || 
a sufficient force, follow, and, if possible, secure || 
them. The pursuit was made in the night, and i} 
in the woods; and he, in the discharge of this 

duty, fell, and the bone of his right thigh was 


fractured, and he wag otherwise injured. The 
He 


injury compelled him to leave the service, 
secured the best Surgical treatment at his com- 
igh was but i 
stored, He has ever since been lame. The broken I] 
limb is much decayed, and 80 worthless that he {| 
goes upon crutches. i| 
~The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to | 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 


JAMES M. Lewis. 1] 


The next private bill from the House was one || 
for the relief of James M. Lewis, the object of || 


per month, from the Ist of January, 1850, to con- i} 
unue during his natural life. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I wish to hear the report in 
that case. 

Mr. RUSK. I would Suggest that we pass | 
over all the bills where the reading of the report 
is called for, and take them up afterwards, There 
i be no ques. || 
tion, but if all the reports be read we shall never | 
reach them. 

The PRESIDENT. If such be the sense of 
the Senate, this bill will be passed over, 

Mr.CHASE, | object to that, 

Mr. RUSK. | make the motion, that when 
the reading of a report is called for the bill be laid 
aside, so that we may get through with those bills 
‘0 which there is no objection. 

Mr. TOOMBS. | think we ought to know 
what these bills are. 1 wish to hear the reports 
on all of them. 

Mr. RUSK. Then the Senator 
dence in the committees ? 

_ Mr. TOOMBS. | have no want of confidence 
in them, but J must vote for myself. I do not 
allow them to do legislation for me, I have no Hi 
nght to let them do it. I must vote for myself, || 

Mr.RUSK. Then] understand the Senator to 
call for the reading of all these reports. 

Mr. TOOMBS. very one. 

Mr. RUSK. Then I cannot Save time, and | 
Withdraw my motion. | 

The Secretary read the reportin this case, from 
which it “ppears that the petitioner was in military 
Service, under the command of General Jackson, || 
° (WO years, and took part in the battles on the 
Southern frontier, where he received wounds, and 
Swosequently, in carrying an express from the | 
army to Nashville, was thrown from his horse, 
- 8° severely injured as to amount to total disa- 

lity, i} 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, Ordered to a third reading, read a || 
third ume, and passed. 


has no confi- 


if 


__THE CONGRESSION 


| put under charge of the surgeon. 


| remained there about two months. 


JAMES K. WELCH. 


House bill to provide a pension for James K. 


Welch, was next considered by the Senate, as in 


Committee of the Whole. {t provides that James 
Se Welch, of Fulton county, New York, who 
lost his eye-sight while in the Service of the United 
States, in the line of his duty, be placed upon the 
Pension roll, at eight dollars per month from the 


lst of January, 1854, to continue during his natu- 
ral life, 


» Of the sixth regiment of infantry, of the regu- 
rmy. While at Vera Cruz, about 8th June, 
li much fatigue in 
the heat of the sun, he became sun-struck, and was 
He, becoming 
worse, was put in the hospital at Vera Cruz, and 
His right eye 
went out the second day, and the left in nine days; 
and he has ever since been totally blind. 
The bill was reported to the Senate, ordered to 
a third reading, read a third time, and passed. 
ALBRO TRIPp, 
The bill from the House of Representatives for 
the further relief of Albro Tripp was considered 


| by the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole. 


t directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 


the name of Albro Tripp upon the invalid pension 


roll, at the rate of ten dollars per month, in lieu of 


the four dollars per month to which he is entitled 
under the law passed May 4, 1852, to commence 
the Ist of December, 1851, and continue during his 
natural life, the sum he has received under the act 
of May 4, 1852, to be deducted therefrom. 

lhe bill of the Thirty-Second Congress, by vir- 
tue of which Mr. Tripp was placed on the pen- 
sion list, was based upon his being a private, and 
enacted that he receive four dollars per month, the 


half pay of a private; whereas, on examination, it 


has been discovered that his grade of captain was 
overlooked, which fact would have entitled him to 
the hatf Pay of a captain. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read a 
third time, and passed. 

* 

HENRY LEW®s AND Moses PETET. 
Committee of the Whole, 
proceeded to the consideration of House bill for 
the relief of Henry Léwis, 


The bill, as it passed the House, Proposed to 


'| authorize Henry Lewis to enter, free of cost, ex- 


cept the fees to the land Officers, forty acres of 
and, out of any lands subject to private entry, at 
any land office in the United States, or the Terri- 


| tories thereof, in ful] of his claim for money pail 


Charles Tyler, register of the land office at Craw- 
, . Indiana, the 18th of January, 1837, 
eing fifty dollars, 
e Committee on Private Land Claims re- 
Ported an amendment to strike out all after the 
enacting clause, and insert: 


That Henry Lewis, of Clinton county, Indiana, and 
Moses Petet, of Parke county, Indiana, be, and they are 


aims for money paid Charles Tyler, register of the land 


Office at Crawfordsville, Indiana, in the month of January, 
| 1837, the amount thereof being fifty dollars each, 


Henry Lewis, on the 18th January, 1837, went 
to the Crawfordsville land office, for the purpose 
of purchasing the northeast quarter of the south- 


| West quarter of section five, in township twenty- 


three north of range one west. At that time the 


Office of receiver of public moneys was tempo- | 


rarily vacant; but the register of the land office, 
Charles Tyler, told him to leave the 
with him, and he would see that the land was 
duly entered, so soon as the office of receiver was 
filled. The 
such things, and Supposing one land officer as 
responsible as another, left his money, fifty dollars, 
with Tyler, and took from him a receipt. 

Tyler marked the land as entered on the plats 
The petitioner, believing that he 
had in fact purchased it, took i i 
and remained in Possession, making valuable im- 
provements, for ten years, when he was informed 
had been purchased by Rufus A. 
a full investigation of 
all the facts, and found that Tyler had pocketed 
his money, and that he had no title whatever for 


AL GLOBE, 


Petitioner being not well versed in | 


| 


the land; but that the title wag 
Lockwood, 'o whom he surrendered possession, 
At thé time Tyler received the money, and from 
that time to the present, he has been notoriously 
insolvent. 

The committee find that the case of Petet ig 
Similar, and therefore report the amendment. 

The amendnagnt of the commiltee was agreed 
to; the bill was reported to the Senate as amended, 
and in. The 
amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the 
bill to be read a third time. It was read a third 
time, and passed, and the title was amended, so as 
to read: “A bill for the relief of Henry Lewis 
and Moses Petet.” 

HENRY J, SNOW. 

House bil] ** for the relief of Henry J. Snow, 
of Rome, in the State of New York,” wag next 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

it directs the Secretary of the Interior to place 
the name of H. J. Snow on the roll of invalid 
pensioners, at the rate of eight dollars per month, 
to commence on the Ist of January, 1854, and 
continue during his natural life, 

In April, 1853, the petitioner was employed by 
the officer in command at the military post at 
Rome, in the State of New York, to load and dis- 
charge guns on the occasion of the death of the 
William R. King, Vice President of the 


arm was torn off, his right eye destroyed, and he 
was otherwise injured. The accident occurred 
without fault or negligence on the part of the pe- 
titioner, who is but thirty-seven years of age, and 
as a wife and five children dependent on him for 
support. 
Mr. TOOMBS. 
of that bill. 
The PRESIDENT. It has been read a second 
| time, and is now before the Senate as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole, and open to amendment, 
Mr. TOOMBS. Then I object to its passage 
| to-day. The bill has to be read three several 
times on three several days, unless it be dispensed 
with by unanimous consent, 
The PRESIDENT. [It has been read a first 
and second time, 
Mr. TOOMBS. Then I object to its third 
reading to-day, under the ruleg of the Senate, 
The PRESIDENT. It has been read a first 
| and second time, and is now before the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole. If no amendments 
be proposed, it will be reported to the Senate, and 
the question will be On its third readin 
Mr. TOOMBS. am opposed to this bill. 
This man was not in the military service of the 
United States; but W&S @ person in civil life, em- 
loyed to fire cannon in funeral honors. To give 
bina & pension for life is violating all prineiple. 
Mr. SEWARD. Mr. President, at the station 
at Rome, in the State of New York, there was an 
in command of the 
He received from the War 


I object to the second reading 


Department instruc. 
e the Vice Presi- 
occasion of hig 
death. In pursuance of that command, which he 
could not disobey, he employed this person, who 
was experienced in the performance of that duty. 
[ trust the Senate will pass the bill. 
Mr. TOOMBS. I move to lay the bill on the 
l 


table. 
Mr.CLAY. Mr. President—— 
The motion to lay on the 


| The PRESIDENT 
| table is not debatable. 
| Mr.c 


| against the Batchelder case. 
The PRESIDENT. 
motion that the bill be ordered to lie on the table. 
Mr. WALKER called for the yeas and nays, 
| und they were ordered; and being taken, resulted — 
|| yeas 18, nays 19; as follows: 
YEAS—Mesars. Adams, Atchison, Bright, Butler, Case 
|| Chase, Clay, Cooper Fitzpatrick, Johnson, Jones of 
| Tennessee, Mason, Pratt, Rockwell, Sebastian, Stuari, 
| Toombs, and Weller—18, 
| NAYS—Mesers, Allen, Benjamin, Brodhead, Dodge of 
Wisconsin, Dodge of fowa, Dougias, Fessenden, Foot, 
Geyer, Gwin, James, Jones of lowa, Mallory, Morton, 
| Pettit, Rusk, Seward, Sumner, and Walker—j9. 


| So the Senate refused to order the bill to lie on 
| the table. 
It was then read a third time, and passed, 














—— —— 
SUSPENSION OF RULES. | 

Mr. BRIGHT. I move to suspend the 16th 
joint rule for the purpose of allowing the bill, 
which wee passed this morning, ‘‘ to provide for 
the surrender of certain bonds of the State of [n- 


diana held by the United States,’’ to be sentto the || 


House of Representatives to-day 
Mr. RUSK. 


be passed during the day. . 

Mr. BRIGHT. I have no objection to that. 

Mr.SUMNER. As that is a joint rule, should 
it not be suspended in accordance with the House? 

Mr. RUSK. 
Senate. 

Mr. BRIGHT. In accordance with the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Texas, | modify my 
motion so as to read: 

Resolved, That the 16th and 17th joint rules, for such 
billa as have passed, or may pass during this session, be 
suspended for the residue of the session. 

The rules which are proposed to be suspended 
are as follows: 

“16. No bill that shall have passed one House, shall. be 
sent for concurrence to the other on either of the three last 
days of the session, 

“17, No bill or resolution tbat shall have passed the 
House of Representatives and the Senate, shall be presented 
16 the President of the United States for bis approbation, 
on the Inst day of the session.”’ 

The resolution was ageeed to. 

ATMOSPHERIC TELEGRAPH. 


On motion by Mr. MALLORY, it was 
Ordered, That one thousand additional copies of the re- 
port of the select Committee on the subject of Richardson’s 
proposed atmospheric telegraph, be printed for the use of 
the Senate. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message was received from the President of 
the United States, by Mr. Wessren, his Secre- | 


| 


tary, announcing that he had approved and signed, | 


on the 2d instant, the following bills: 


An act to constitute Tuscumbia, in the State of i| 


Alabama, a port of delivery, and for other pur- | 
poses; 
An act constitnting Madison, in the State of | 
Indiana, a port of delivery; 
An act creating a collection district in Texas | 
and New Mexico; 
An act to establish a port of delivery at Lake | 
Port, on Lake Pontchartrain, and for other pur- | 
poses; 
An act to relinquish the reversionary interest of 
the United States to a certain reservation therein 
mentioned, and to confirm the title of Charles G. | 
Gunter thereto; and 
An act to provide for the accommodation of the 
courts of the United States in the district of Mas- 


sachusetts, and in the cities of New York and | 


Philadelphia. 
CIVIL AND DIPLOMATIC BILL. 


A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr, McKean, Chief Clerk, 
announcing that the House insisted on their disa- 

reement to certain amendments of the Senate to 
the bill making appropriations for the civil and | 
diplomatic expenses of Government for the year | 
ending the 30th of June, 1855, insisted on by the 
Senate; and insisted og theiramendments to certain 
other amendments of thé Senate to the said bill | 
which’ had been disagreed to by the Senate; that 
they agreed to the conference asked by the Senate | 
on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the | 
said bill, and had appointed Mr. Hovsrton, of 
Alabama, Mr. Haven, of New York, and Mr. | 
Hewpricks, of ‘Indiana, managers on their part. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


On motion by Mr. GWHN, the Senate, as in 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to considerthe | 
bill from the House of Representatives, ‘‘ making | 
appropriations for the naval service for the year 
ending the 30th of June, 1855,’’ which had been 
reported from the Committee: on Finance, without 
amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. In order to facilitate business, | 
propose that the bill be reported to the Senate, and 
that the amendments be then offered. 

Mr, STUART and Mr. CHASE objected to 
that mode of proceeding. 

Mr. GWIN. I have a number of amendments 
to offer from the Committee on Naval Affairs. The | 
first is to insert after the appropriation for the | 
Memphis navy-yard the following: | 
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It would be better to make the || 
motion general, so as to apply to such bills as may 


It only requires the action of the || 











|| smith shop, the tarpenter shop, storehouse, wharf, offi- 
|| cers’ quarters, and other works, $200,000. 


} 
| This is merely a continuation of an appropria- 
| tion made last year. The estimate of the Depart- 
ment was upwards of a million of dollars, and 
| the committee on naval affairs recommend but 
| $200,000; being $850,000 less than the estimate. 
Mr. PEARCE. I shall make no objection to 
| this amendment; for I suppose it is perfectly 
| proper, if we are at this time to make any ap- 
| propriations for the navy-yard at San Francisco; 
| but I will remark, that theappropriations made in 
this bill for havy-yards and magazines at different 

oints already amount to nearly a million of dol- 
ars. If the Senate think proper, at this time, 
to add $200,000 more for the navy-yard at San 
| Francisco, | shall make no objection; for I sup- 
| pose at some future time it will be necessary to 
baat a naval establishment there; but whether it 
is advisable now to add this amendment to the 


| very large amount of appropriations already con- || 


tained in the bill, is a question for the Senate to 
decide; | simply wished to call their attention to 
the facts. 


expended $100,000 for purchasing a site, and re- 
moving all obstacles for the purpose of establish- 
ing a navy-yard there. It appropriated $100,000 
\| at the last session of Congress for the commence- 
ment of the work. This sum of $200,000 is to 
enable us to go on. If weare ever to havea navy- 
yard there at all, it is time that we should make 
something like a respectable commencement. 
Mr.SEWARD. I think that if weare to have 


place for one. We have nothing in the shape of 
a navy-yard, or any preparation for naval defense 
on that coast, where it 1s now so necessary when, 
we are opening a new commerce with all the East. 
1 hope the amendment will be agreed to. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. GWIN. I am further instructed by the 
Committee on Nava! Affairs, to offer this amend- 





ment, to come in after the provision for pay of | 


superintendents, naval constructors, and all the 
civil establishments of the sev@al navy-yards and 
stations: 


That at the navy-yard at San Francisco, the pay of the 


storekeeper, $3,500 ; one civil engineer, $4,000 ; one drafts- 
man, who shall be clerk to engineer, $2,000 ; one clerk to 
the storekeeper, $2,000; one navy agent, $4,000; one 
clerk to navy ageut, 32,000. 





Department as necessary at that navy-yard. 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| 


one just adopted the following : 





L GLOBE. 





wT .. cua, tea deamenenanen Gamma 
Navy Yard at Son Francisco.—For continuing the black- | 
| the drafts payable at 


Mr. GWIN. The Government has already 


navy-yards any where, San Francisco is the proper | 


commander shall be $3,500 per annum; the pay of one | 


These salaries are recommended by the Navy | 


Mr. GWIN. The next amendment of the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs is to insert after the | 


That in settling the accounts of the late navy agent at || ceived 
Memphis, the sum of $2,964 59, already received by him 
and passed to his credit upon the books of the Treasury | 
Department previous to the passage of the act making ap- || 5é. 


August 3, 





$< ———. 
his; but instend of makins 
emphis, which would have 
given the percentage to the pursur there, they w 
made payable at Boston, so that he got no a 
centage though he did all the duties of purser oh 
_wise. Subsequently, Mr. Graham, Secreta; ef 
the Navy, insisted on his performing the alte ; 
and said he would send a resolution to Con = 
by which he should get the pay of a purser, He 
did get that pay, $2,000a year. Previous to that, 
| he had executed the duties of navy agent; 


| commissions for that service amount py 
stated in theamendment. Whenhe presented his 

accounts, they allowed him his salary as Didbee 

_ but all the commissions which he earned ag nay 

| agent were struck out. The committee though; }; 

| unjust, and therefore reported this amendmen, _ 

Mr. STUART. I understand the statement 

then, to be that he received full pay as navy agen, 
_ during a certain period, and at a subsequent periog 
| he reveived pay as a purser inthe Navy; and now 

it is proposed to go back of this, and pay him as 
| navy agent, and as purser also, That 18 con. 
trary to the policy and the law of the United 
| States. I think it wrong in principle. 
Mr. MALLORY. he Senator has not under. 
| stood the explanation. Mr. Perrin had earned 
| this sum of money, and it was due and payable 
| to him. When he was called upon to perform 
| the duties of purser, these commissions were jj 
| earned for three years services. He had paid 

himself; but when he came to settle his accounts 
|| they allowed him, instead of his pay as navy 
|| agent, only the pay of purser, whereas he per- 
| formed the duties of both stations, with the ex. 
press understanding that he was to be paid. 

Mr. STUART. I understand it. This map 
was navy agent,and, as navy agent, received the 
pay due to him as such. 

Mr. BELL. Allow me to say to the honor. 
| able Senator, that the sum of over $2,900 now in 
| question, is the only amount he ever received for 
| four years’ service as navy agent. He never got 
one cent besides, either as salary or commission, 

The honorable Senator is totally mistaken in his 
\| view of the case. If Mr. Perrin be not allowed 
|| this sum, he will not receive one cent for acting 
|| four years as nav ent. 

Mr. STUART. et me inquire of the Sens- 
tor from Tennessee whether, as navy agent, he 
was not entitled to a certain amount of pay? 

Mr. BELL. Commissions to the amount of 
|| $2,900 were received by him for the expenditures 
at the navy-yard for three years prior to the pas- 
sage of the act of 1853. hat act allowed him 
$2,000 a year, as acting purser at the yard. Then 
the difficulty has arisen with the accounting offi- 
|| cers as to whether he should be allowed commis- 

sions as navy agent. I think there ought to beno 
|| difficulty; but the officers have deducted all he re- 
or the whole service, as navy agent, for 
three years—g2,900—from his allowance as pur- 

hat is the true state of the case. 


| to beexpended at Mem 









propriations for the naval service for the year ending Jane || Mr. PEARCE. I understand the fact to be 
* aenaee ay departed fears his salary as acting | this: This een was navy agent, and, as 
n , '| such, like all other navy agents, he was entitled 
Mr. STUART. I should like to have some || to no compensation, eheene what he derived from 
elucidation of this. Here is an express direction | commissions on his disbursements. There have 
to the accounting officers of the Treasury to allow’ || been cases where navy agents have been in office 
this man*this sum of money. Now, wehave gone | for a considerable time, without receiving a cent; 
on from time to time exculpating men from liabili- || as, for example, in California, some years ago, 
- . 4 oa ah andeieaan sind fully te || great ote ae pcan aati we 
er at w ere . is case may be || agent there, and allowing him to receive the emol- 
one in which the Government of the United States || uments of the office, whee: in fact, he never dis- 
ought to relinquish this amount; but eee say- | bursed a dollarand never received a cent commis- 
ing h. ae to be done is certainly not satisfactory || sion. It is, therefore, not an unusual thing for « 
to the Senate. navy nt to receive small compensation for 
Mr. GWIN. If the Senator will give way, he | naling endl disbursements. 1 underehd this 
can =. an —— which, I suppose, will |, gentleman, in consequence of periitmins duties 
remove his objection. ordinarily performed by a purser, was allowed to 
Mr. STUART. I shall be glad to hear it. receive t pay ofa piveie. He did not receive 
Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, Mr. Perrin, || pay asa navy agent, but received the pay of 4 
for whom this amendment is proposed, is a con- || purser, which was twice as much at least; and | 
stituent of one of the members of the Committee || understand he has received more money for the 
on Naval Affairs, the Senator from Tennessee, || services performed than $2,900. ; 
(Mr. Bett.] I have looked into the case, and I || Mr. MALLORY. The honorable Senator is 
will state it as I understand it. Mr. Perrin was || mistaken, and [ think in a few words I can make 
navy — at Memphis, and while navy agent || the case so clear that he cannot misapprehend it. 
served three years. A purser at that station was|| Mr. PEARCE. I should like to know if the 
entitled to receive $2,000 a year; but there being | Secretary of the Navy has recommended this ap- 
none there, Perrin was ordered by the Secretary || propriation ? 
of the Navy to assume and execute the duties of | Mr. MALLORY. Not that I am aware of; 
rser, and he did so. Thereupon there were || but the committee who have investigated the sub- 
atge contracts made for work, labor, and materials | ject do recommend it. 
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Mr. PEARCE. I hope it will not be passed 
pe ql Why not bring it forward as a separate 
and give us time to look into it. 


qe ge 


b Mir. MALLORY. I wish to give the Senator || 


n explanation. He has mistaken the facts, and I 
a to show him what the facts really are. 
“'M?. PEARCE. Before the Senator goes on, I 
Se and it seems to me, therefore, to be excluded 
fom this Sart bill, according to our rules. 
The PR ; mt 
in the chair.) That is the opinion of the Chair, 
and has been since the amendment was presented. 
Mr. BELL. The amendment does not require 
the appropriation of a centof money. This sum 
of $2,900 has been already paid to this gentleman, 
and not a cent is required to be appropriated from 
the Treasur 


«he PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will | 
inquire if the Senator from Maryland makes the | 


point of order? 
Mr. PEARCE. 


Mr. BELL. 


853. 
a9 STUART. I thinkthere can be no doubt 
that it is a private claim. 

Mr. PEARCE. I see by the amendment that 
it requires the sum of $2,900 snail not be deducted 
from this gentleman’s pay as acting purser. Al- 
though it does not actually appropriate any money 
out of the Treasury, it in effect does the same | 
ching; and I think, therefore, my point is a proper | 


It is declaratory of the act of | 


one. * 

Mr. BELL. The amendment is declaratory of 
the opinion of Congress upon the effect of the act | 
of 1853, and makes no appropriation. — It is only | 
to provide that the amount which this gentleman | 
received as navy agent at Memphis for four years 
shall not be taken from him, and he shall not be | 
compelled to pay itto theGovernment. The hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland said it was very | 
usual for navy agents to have nothing todo. Why, 
sir, there were large expenditures during the time | 
that this gentleman was acting as navy agent at | 
Memphis. Then considerable appropriations 
were being made for that yard. I believe $136,000 
were appropriated at the last Congress; and, if all 
the appropriations had passed through his hands, | 
he would have received $6,000 as navy agent, in- | 
stead of $2,900. 

Mr. PEARCE. I am loth to interrupt the | 
Senator, but the point of order has been raised, 
and decided by the Chair; and it is, therefore, | 
unnecessary to go into the merits of the claim. 

_ The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheChair has 
intimated that it was his opinion that this was a | 


occupant of the chair, he will submit the question 
to the decision of the Senate. 
} Mr.GWIN, 
late, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question, | 
when raised, has to be considered. There has | 
been no vote on the amendment, and therefore it 


I think the question is raised too | 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


nake this point: I look on this as a private || 


SIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Waker | 


: I suppose it to bea private || priations for meteorological Observations. 
claim; but I will look at it again and see. 


|| made in this form. 


|| Department. 


|| midshipmen; we appropriate from $10,000 to 


} 
| 
} . . 
private claim; but, as he is only a temporary | be told that when meteorological observations are 
} 


| Is that the way we are to get these observations? 
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Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, several years 
ago Congress made appropriations ‘‘ for meteor- 
ology.”” The first one which [ notice inethis 
volume of laws, reads in this way: ‘* For reap- 
propriation of this sum for compensation of 
meteorologist, the same having been omitted by 
mistake in the enrollment of the civil and diplo- 
matic bill of the last session, §2,000.’’ I find in the 
appropriation bill of next year “‘ for meterologi- 
cal observations, to be conducted under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of the Navy,” and a few 
other times ‘* for meteorology under the direction 
of the Secretary of the Navy,’’ so much. 

Now, sir, Professor Espy does not come here 
as a private individual, having made meteorologi- 
cal observations, asking the Senate to pay him in 
advance. On the contrary,an examination of the 
statutes shows that Congress have appropriated 
money for meteorology, to be expended under the 
direction of the Secretary of the Navy, and the 
Secretaries of the Navy heretofore have employed 
Mr. Espy to make these meteorological reductions, 
for, sir, he does not make meteorological observa- 
tions; not at all. The Senator is mght when he 
says that we have for a number of years had me- 
teorological observations made at the stations of 
the Army and of the Navy.. That is all true, but 
these observations are of no manner of use until 
they are reduced into form, until they are gener- 
alized, and some rule deduced from them. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. Can they not reduce them 
in the Observatory ? 


| 
Navy Department. So it has continued from year 
to year. I have heard no reason assigned by any 
committee for striking out this appropriation. 1 
should like to hear some reason assigned for it 
before I go any further. I hear none. 
Mr. MALLORY. If the Senator will take his 
| seat, I think I éan give him a reason. 
| Mr. PEARCE. Very well, sir; I shall be glad 
| to hear it. 
| Mr. MALLORY. 


Mr. President, there are a 
great many abuses existing in the organization 
/and expenditures of the Navy. They come be- 

fore us every day. And the Committee on Naval 
|| Affairs would be wanting in justice to them- 
|| selves and the Senate if they did not, When they 
|| discover them, bring them to the notice of the 
Senate. Now the clause proposed to be stricken 
|| Out is in these words: 


To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay the salary 
| Of Professor James P. Espy, for the current fiscal year end- 
|| ing June 30, 1855, $2,000 ; the payment to be made in the 
same manner, and under the like control as former appro- 


This is the first time the appropriation was ever 
Heretofore there has usually 
been an appropriation to enable the Secretary to get 
these meteorological observations; but never have 

I been able to discover that it was made payable 
to a single individual. Now, I will say, with all 

| due respect for Professor Espy, of whom | enter- 
tain a very high opinion, that he is not an officer | 
of the Government. He is not subject to the 
appointment of te President. He is notinany | Mr, PEARCE. No,sir. In the Observatory 
He has no office, no employment || they can make one set of observations; but that 
under the United States. He comes here, at the | is worth nothing; you must have a thousand seis 
end of the year, and submits to us certain results 


in order to generalize with any advantage, These 
of meteorological observations, asks us to accept | observations are made throughout the country, at 


them, print them, and pay him so much money. | all our naval and military stations. We want 
In that regard he is precisely upon the same | somebody to generalize and reduce them; and the 
footing that any other intelligent scientific gen- || Secretaries of the Navy have employed Mr. Espy 
tleman would be, who reported to us his discov- || to do this. He is not a private individual forcing 
eries in any branch of science. Weare called on || himself upon the attention of Congress to do this 
here, from year to year, to appropriate this money, | thing. It is true he is not an officer of the Gov- 


any committee of either House of Congress, or | employed under the authority conferred on the 
having any direction over the subject at all. || Secretary of the Navy by law, for more than ten 
Why, sir, if these meteorological observations || years, to reduce these observations. He has un- 
are necessary, if they conduce to any practical or || common capacity for that service. You have not 
beneficial end—on which | will not now under- | got, of all your lieutenants at the Observatory, and 
take to pass any opinion—I consider that they | at all your stations, any man one fortieth as com- 
| should be madeat our Observatory. We have at | petent as Professor Espy, to make these general- 
| our Observatory ten lieutenants, receiving salaries | izations and reductions. It is because of his 
| of from $1,500 to $3,000 a year; we have seven | especial fitness for it, that he has been employed 
professors of mathematics; we have several passed | by the Secretaries of the Navy, and continues to 
be orto by them. 
$50,000 per annum for charts and for nautical in- Mr. GWIN. Has the present Secretary of the 
struments for the Observatory. And are weto || Navy estimated for this, or does he desire the 
||} employment? Has the Senator any official in- 
wanted we are to go to a private individual, who || formation? 
comes forward at the end of the session, and sub- Mr. PEARCE. I do not know whether the 
mits them for our approbation and acceptance? | present Secretary of the Navy has done so or 
not; but it has been estimated for in times past, 
No, sir. Ihaveno doubt that their generalization | and we are continuing that which the laws have 
by Professor Espy has received the approbation || heretofore authorized, There are plenty of ex- 
of scientific men, and that they may be useful; || amples to this effect in your legislation here. 








cannot be too late. ‘The Chair will not decide the | but I submit that this means of obtaining them is || Take the very Observatory of which gentlemen 


question. He will merely give his opinion, and || 2°t just, and is not right. 


submit the questien to the Senate. Those who 
areof opinion that this is a private claim, and 
therefore excluded by the rules, will say “* Aye;”’ 
those of a contrary opinion will say ‘* No.” 


decided to be a private claim, and therefore ex- 
cluded under the rules. 
Mr.GWIN. The next amendment of the Com- 


mittee on Naval Affairs is to strike out the follow- 
ing clause: 


oan enable the Secretary of the Navy to. paythe salar 
of Professor James P Espy for the current fiscal year end- 
ing June 30, 1855, $2,000; the payment to be made in the 
‘ame manner, and under the like control, as forme’ appro. 
priations for meteorological observations. 


_ Mr. PEARCE. The object of this amendment 
P ‘o strike out the appropriation for the salary of 
rofessor Espy, e in meteorological ser- 


~ under the direction of the Navy Department. 


his gentleman has been engaged in this business 
or several years. I do not recollect when it be- 
gan; but! Know that in 1846 an appropriation was 
made for the pu , though it was omitted by 
mistake in the bill of that year. In 1847 another 
tthis sum of money, to 


ogical researches, under the direction of the 








The question being taken, the amendment was | 


We might as well ac- | speak. 


Do they know how that was got up? 
cept the book or the report of any other private 


There never was any law authorizing an observ- 
individual upon any abstract subject of science at || atory. For years and years there was an esti- 
the end of the session, and approveit. We have } mate for a depot of charts and barometers; and 
no means of looking at this matter. We are | that has expanded, under general appropriation 
called on here to pay for these observations, and || acts, without any specific statute creating an 
L.do not: know that the reports of them ever saw | observatory, to the condition in which we now 

| the inside of a ship. They have been piled upin || behold it. It is a very useful establishment, 

| the naval committee room. We have no means || and has grown very largely, more largely, per- 
of.examining them. No committee ever passed | haps, than strict economy would have justified, 
upon them. This is the first.time | know of that | There are numerous other instances. Your Naval 
this has ever been specifically introduced into the || School at Annapolis began without any act of 
naval appropriation bill. Congress authorizing it. The Secretary of the 
If it be the desire of the Senate to continue these || Navy thought proper to employ a portion of the 
meteorological observations, not at our own Ob- || naval funds towards that purpose, and out of 
servatory, under our own control and direction, || that has grown the great Naval School at Annap- 

|| but to:accept those made by a private individual, || olis, which you have recognized by law in various 
| be itso. They are now being made all over this || instances; but, I believe, always in approprastven 











country. Under the orders of the proper Depart- || bills. And you have recognized this employment 

ment, we} have them made at every naval station || for the purpose of meteorological reductions, just 

and at every military station in the country. If, || precisely as you have recognized the other two 
'| however, we want to go to a private individual to || establishments of which I have spoken. — 
'| get these meteorological observations, I say then, || _ Now, | say this is a very usefol thing, and 
(| if that is to be the way, let the Secretary of the || Professor Espy’s eminence in this regard is above 
Navy expend the money as he may think best, || all other men in our country. I have in my hand 
| and do not confine the appropriation to ‘one pat- | a French book, published in Paris, by Monsieur 
'| ticular individual above al! the world, but give Maillet, a very eminent meteorologist, and I find 
|| every man a fair chance, and select the best. '| in this book a brief account of Professor Espy’s 





without the appropriations being controlled by || ernment; but he is an individ@al who has been © 
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system, and then I find, in another part of the | theoretical ability, is a very different thing. Any- sive, and to insert in lieu of the words thu 


same book, some fifty pages devoted to the con- 
sideration of it. I find in it, also, a report made | 
to the French Academy on the subject, by three 
very distinguished men, whose names will be 
recognized at.once. ‘The committee consisted of 
Arago, Pouillet, and Babinet. I will only trouble 
the Senate by reading a single paragraph. 

Mr. BUTLER. Read it in French. 

Mr. PEARCE. It is not worth while to do 
that; but I will turn it into as good English as I 
can, asi goalong. They say: 

« The communication of Professor Espy contains a great 
quantity of well observed and well-described facts. His 
theory, in the actual state of science, is the only one which 
satisfies the phenomena; and calculated, according to the | 
thought of Professor Espy, by the study of the electrical 
action, when these intervene, it will leave nothing else to 
desire. 

‘‘ Finally, for physical geography, for agriculture, for 
navigation, and meteorology, it will give us new explana- 
tions, and useful indications for ulterior researches, and cor- 
rect many accredited errors. The commission expresses 
the hope that Mr. Espy may be placed by the Government 
of the United States in such a position as to pursue his im- 
portant labors, and to complete his theory, already so re- 
markable, by means of all the observations and all the ex 
perience which his deductions from his theory will suggest 


formidable meteors.”’ 


In conclusion they say: 

** In consequence, the commission proposes to the acad- 
emy to give its approbation to the work of Professor Espy, 
to entreat him to continue his researches, and above all, to 
well define the part which electricity plays in these great 
phenomena, of whicha ye theory will be one of the 
most precious acquisitions of modern science.’’ 

Thia is the way in which they speak abroad of 
his labors. 
poses to strike out this clause, and put an end to 
them; because, as he says, Professor Espy is not 
a recognized officer of the Government. Well, 


sir, he has been for ten years recognized as an | 


employee of the Government for this purpose. 
He was originally employed under the authority 
of law by the Segretary of the Navy, who was 
authorized so to do; and it is simply proposed to 
continue that which the law has repeatedly ac- 


knowledged as proper and made appropriations | When there is no more required for a purpose | 


I see no reason for striking out, and I hope || 


for. 
the clause will be retained. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, you will 
observe, that the honorable Senator has not sug- 


gated as I remarked, that the name of Professor | 


spy has ever been introduced into an appropria- 
tion bill heretofore. Appropriations have i 

made for meteorological observations, leaving the 
Navy Department to have them made where they 
could be best made. Now, this clause in the bill 
recognizes Professor Epsy as an officer of the 
Government when he has never been so employed. 


I submit, again, if the observations be material to | 


us, they should be made at the Observatory, for 
which we appropriate money most liberally. If 
left here to obey the dictates of my own judg- 
ment, | should advocate the payment of Professor 


Espy; but I do not now feel at liberty to do so, || 


because I consider it an abuse. We have as much 
right to appropriate money to any private individ- 


ual who comes here and presents us a book upon | 


a useful subject, but who has never been em- 


et Aa by us, as to make this appropriation for 


rofessor rt 
In view of the enormous expenditure now ap- 
propriated from year to year for our Observatory, 


with all the necessary apparatus and instruments | 


for these observations, it is for the Senate to decide 
whether we are to be taxed with this $2,000 a year, 
having no recognized officer to do it, when we | 
have all the means and appliances within our own 
control? With due deference to the honorable 
Senator’s remarks about meteorology, I must say 
that I do not speak unknowingly on this subject; | 
for, for ten years of my life it occupied my own 
attention. 1 think he hazards a great deal when 
he says we have nota lieutenant in the Navy who 
ean make these observations. 
if he reduced the rank down to midshipman, he 
would still hazard a great deal. 


i 


'| Mr. COOPER. 


to him, in @ country so vast, where enlightened men are not | 
wanting to science, which is, besides, a country of the most | 


The gentleman from Florida pro- | 


een | 


I should say that | 


I should think || 


very little of the intellect, and still less of the in- | on Naval Affairs to move to amend the following | 


dustry, of any passed midshipman in the service || clause: ‘‘ To enable the Secretary of the Navy to | 
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body, I suppose, can take an observation; but it 
is not everybody who can reduce a number of ub- 
servations to anything like general principles, who 
can get new truths out of them; for that is what | 
Protessor Espy is doing. Scientific truth is ob- 


tained by deductions from a vast variety of obser- || 


vations. Anybody can make observations, I 
suppose—I do not think that any marvelous ex- 
ploit—but it is something to be able to generalize, 
so as to get from thema great physical truth; and 
that is what Professor Espy has done, and the 
French Academy has recognized it. 

Now, in order to meet the objection of the Sen- 
ator from Florida, | should have no objection to 
amend the clause inhe bill so as to make it read: 
‘* To enable the Secretary of the Navy to pay 
for meteorological researches for the current fiscal 
year,’’ &c. That would obviate the Senator’s 
objection to the clause as it stands. 

Mr. GWIN. 
vote on this proposition, and then he can move to 
insert. 


Mr. PEARCE. Very well. 


I hope that the appropriation 
for continuing the observations that Professor 
Espy has been engaged in for the last dozen years, 
will be retained. I presume it is known to the 
whole Senate, and indeed to the whole country, 
that this man has acquired quite a degree of rep- 
utation by his knowledge of meteorology and the 
deductions he has made from ™s observations. 

These observations have been for years past 
applied practically, and have been found valuable 
in many respects. There is now scarcely an offi- 
cer in the Navy, or in the commercial marine of 
the United States, who does not acknowledge the 
indebtedness that the mariner owes to Professor 
Espy. All of them have his tables; all of them 
are more or less acquainted with his theory; and 
all of them have recognised it to a greater or less 
extent. 


Now, sir, he is continuing these observations 


from year to year, gathering more facts to be ana- 
lyzed when the whole mass shall be collected. 


that may do so much for science, than the pitiful 


| sum proposed in the bill, | am sure it would be 


| highly improper to strike it out. This gentleman | 


is possessed of great industry; he has devoted 
| himself, and is continually devoting himself to 
this branch of science and to making deductions 


from facts in connection with it; and he is more | 


_ competent to do it, perhaps, than any other man 


now living in the world. At least we know of no | 


one who has made the same progress in this de- 
partment of science that he has done. I hope, 


therefore, that the appropriation will be made, and | 


these observations continued. 
Mr. TOOMBS. Mr. President, I hope this 


|, amendment will not be agreed td, and that the 
| appropriation made by the House, in accordance | 
with the uniform rule, with but one exception, | | 


| think, for the last ten years, will be retained. Mr. | 


er is a man of great modesty and great merit, 
and he has contributed largely to the sum of hu- 


labors have been very useful to our Navy and to 
the world; and | think that after we have made 
appropriations so extravagantly as we have done, 
now to strike out $2,000 for so useful a work, 
| would be a very foolish piece of economy amidst 
the wide field of abuse that seems to exist in all 
departments of theGovernment. The effect would 


1 


have put in things that are really bad. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Chair | 


‘understand the Senator from Maryland as moving 
to modify the clause before the question is taken 
| on striking out? 


| Mr. PEARCE. No, sir, I will not make that | 


offer now. 
The motion to strike out was rejected. 


Mr.GWIN. Iam directed by the Committee 


who could not observe all these facts with the | test any improvements in steam boilers, or other 


proper instruments under his control. 


|| steam machinery, with reference to the construc- 


« Mr. PEARCE. 1 do not doubt their ability to || tion of steamers for the Navy of the United States, 
make observations. That! did not deny; but, I || as in his opinion may be calculated to benefit the 
said, to make these reductions and generalizations, || public service, $10,000,” by striking out all after 


which requirea peculiar degree of mformation and 


the word “‘ other ’’ to the word “‘ service,” inclu- | 





1 hope the Senator will let us || 


man knowledge on that important branch of in- | 
quiry to which he has directed his attention. His_ 


| be to strike out what is really good, because you | 





August 3, 


ne 















out, “‘improvements applicable to oor oe 

poses;’’ so as to make the clause read: « Tho 

able the Secretary of the Navy to test any lees 

ments in steam boilers or other improvemen:, 

applicable to naval purposes, $10,000." « > 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr.GWIN. The next amendment is a mere] 

verbal one, to strike out ** from,”’ and insert “fo, " 
in the appropriations for the Portsmouth nay, 
| yard. y 
The amendment was agreed to. 


| Mr.GWIN. Lam also directed by the Com. 

| mittee on Naval Affairs to offer the followine 

| amendment, to come in after the appropriation j,, 
ordnance and ordnance stores: 

To enable the Secretary of the Navy to fi 

| of the steamer Columbus on the coast of California en 

| the Pacific, in pursuance of the contract entered into . 

| Captain Dornin, of the stoop-of war Portsmouth, on 4, 
first day of February, 1854, $113,638. Co 

I will state, sir, that during the time expeditions 
were being fitted out in California for Sonora, i, 
|| became necessary that the naval force of the United 
| States on that coast should be increased to preven: 
| the consummation of the schemes which wer 
| gotten up there for the fm of taking posses. 

sion of that country. There was no ship-of-war 
at the time in the Bay of San Francisco, and j; 
became necessary to employ a steamship to go to 
the various bays and harbors for the purpose, if 
as my ‘oe violation of the neutrality 

aws of the United States, and also, in the event of 
any disaster happening to the parties in those ex. 
|| peditions, to bring them back to the United States. 
The Secretary of the Navy directed the proper 
officers on the Pacific coast to charter a ship, if 
necessary. This vessel was chartered, and went 
down the coast, and did effective service. Th» 
appropriation is asked for in order tocarry out the 
contract made by the proper officer. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. | do not exactly understand 
this appropriation, and I should like to hear some 
further explanation of it. This is a very heavy 
sum of money to appropriate for the mere charter 
of a vessel under such circumstances, and I should 
like the chairman of the Committee on Naval Af. 
| fairs to give us some information upon it. Does 
the Secretary of the Navy recommend the appro- 
priation ? ; 

Mr. GWIN. Yes, sir, I have his letter in my 

hand. The appropriation is to carry out his en- 
gagement. Here are all the documents. The 
amendment is exactly in the words of the Secre- 
tary of the Navy. 
| Mr. PEARCE. Will the Senator state briefly 
what was the length of time this steamer was en- 
ployed on this particular service. 
+ Mr.GWIN. The documents show that she 
was on the coast about two months, or perhaps 
more. The steamer towed down the ship-of-war 
Portsmouth, and it is notorious that she was instrv- 
mental in suppressing the movements which were 
made there. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. For how many days was 
this vessel chartered for $113,000? 

Mr. GWIN. Hereis the statement of the Sec: 
retary of the Navy, and | will ask to have it read. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. What was the length of 
the service? 

Mr. GWIN. I send the documents to the Ser- 
retary’s desk, and ask that the letter from the 
Navy Department may be read. 

The Secretary read the following letter: 

Navy DepaRTMENT, fugust 1, 1854. 

Sir: T send you the papers explaining fully the facts in 
regard to chartering the steamer Columbus to aid in sup 
ressing unlawful expeditions upon Mexican territory. 
| ou will recollect that your committee passed a resolution 
advising this to be done, and that, on inquiry into the facts, 
the President concurred with me in authorizing Commande’ 
|| Dornin to employ a steamer, if necessary, and if it could 
|| be done on reasonable terms. Commander Dornin consi: 
'| ered it necessary, and employed the steamer ; and with i's 
|| assistance he succeeded in accomplishing what he under- 
|| took. The opinion is expressed by the navy agent that the 
price was too high. If the committee move an amendmen". 
'| T would suggest whether the Secretary of the Navy mig! 
|| not be authorized to pay the amount, unless, on inquiry, be 
shall become satisfied that a less sum was right and proper. 

Respectfully, J.C. DOBBIN. 
| Hon. Wintram M. Gwin, Chairman Committee on Neve! 
||” Affairs, United States Senate. 


Mr. GWIN. The amendment was drawn ) 
with the discretionary power mentioned in the 
letter of the Secretary of the Navy; but that off- 
cer afterwards sent us a note stating that, as it wes 


| 
| 
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contract which had been consummated, it was 
** necessary to insert those words, and accord- 
e committee struck them out. 
BENJAMIN. I must express my dis- | 

efaction with this matter. I am endeavoring 
“hain from the committee some knowledge as 

nedength of time for which this steamer was 

artered, and the rate at which she was chartered 
. order to ascertain what price we are paying 
+. her services which can possibly amount to such 
-» exorbitant sum as $113,000. 
"Mr. GWIN. There is among the papers a 
vatement which I will ask the Secretary to read: 
~The Secretary read the following letter: 

Paciric Mat. Steamsnirp Company, 
New York, July 5, 1854. 

gin: | had the honor this morning to receive your letter 
she 3d instant, and I now inclose to you the following 
pers, a8 duplicates of them have not reached you : 
B ') for charter of steamer Columbus, approved by Lieuten- 


ant William H. Ball, amounting to............ $100,500 
pill for coal furnished the steamer Columbus, also 


oly th 
s 
Vile 


1 


approved by Lieutenant William H. Ball...... 12,305 | 
pill tor expenses in coaling, allowed by Lieyten- , | 
pat Pe SUAMIOY. 200 cose ee cee ceneccesccceceees 643 
pill for same, approved by Commander Dornin.. 110 
pill for sundry expenses, approved by Lieutenant 
Wiltiain H. Ball. ..cccceeccccececetecesssecees 80 | 
$113,638 | 


| further inclose the original letter of Lieutenant Ball sur- 
rendering the steamer Columbus to our lieutenant, and an 
onginal letter from R. P. Ashe, navy agent, stating that no 
payments have been made by him for services performed 


by the Columbus, and that Captain Dornin had advised him | 
of his orders to Lieutenant Ball, to approve of the bills in | 
accordance with the charter party. 
Respectfully your obedient servant, 
WILLIAM H. ASPINWALL, President. 
Hon. J. C. DopBin, Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The bills are what we 
want to get at. If the Secretary will read the | 
bills, we may see what was the rate of the charter. | 

Mr. GWIN. One thousand five hundred dol- 
lars aday; and the usual price for coal was then | 
thirteen dollars a ton, I think. That was the char- 
ter party. It was a contract made and consum- 
mated. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. What was the size of the 
vessel? 

Mr.GWIN. Ido not know her size, but I 
believe it was fifteen hundred or two thousand 
tons. 

Mr. WELLER. ldo notsee, sir, how we can 
very well avoid the payment of this sum. The 
Secretary of the Navy, it seems, directed the com- | 
manding officer of the squadron on the Pacific to 
charter a vessel, if, in his judgment, it was neces- 
sary. In pursuance of that order, he did charter 
a vessel, he being left to determine the question | 
whether the necessity had arisen. I regret very 
much that such an order was given, because, in 
my judgment, the employment of a steamer in 
this service was not necessary to effect the object; 
and I do not know that any particular good re- 
sulted from it. And in the second place, the con- 
tract seems to be rather extravagant. A vessel 
could have been obtained for less price, | think, if || 
proper means had been used. | do not suppose | 
that this vessel is really worth more than $100,000. | 
She is one of the second class of steamers upon | 
the Pacific, one that is not ordinarily used now, I | 
believe, in the transportation of passengers. But | 
I do not see how we can honestly avoid the pay- 
ment of the debt. The Department ordered the | 
contract to be made. It has been made; the service | 
has been rendered; and now we are called upon to 
pay forit. I am sorry for it, because it is located 
in the State of California, and it will be charged as |! 
an appropriation for that State. I think the citi- 
zens of California are able to preserve the neutral- | 
ity laws, and deport themselves as good citizens, | 
without the agency of any steamship being sent 
there to look after the men who go to Lower Cali- 
fornia or Sonora 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I cannot agree to this || 
amendment, and I hope the Senate will not. I || 
trust there will be some further investigation of | 
the matter before we consent to such a charge as || 
this. | have taken up this charter party as it has | 
been laid on the table by the committee, in order 

to ascertain what was the tonnage of this vessel, 
and I find that the tonnage was leftin blank. I | 
find that she was a steam propeller, in the harbor | 
of San Francisco; and there, without any act of 
Congress, with an authority, the nature of which || 
Ido not perfectly comprehend, upon a mere sug- || 
gestion, as it appears, from the Navy Depart- 1 
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See aa 


ment here, authorizing the commanding officers 


there to procure the assistance of vessels, if they 


had not national vessels sufficient, a charter was 
made by which, for the service of a steam pro- 
peller for seventy days, a claim is made against 
this Government of $113,000 or $114,000—a sum 
which, according to the statement of one of the 
Senators from California, would seem to be more 
than the entire value of the vessel. ‘The length of 
time through which the vessel was engaged was 
seventy days, and the bill for her service is 
$100,500, which isseventy days at $1,500 a day. 
‘The proposition is to pay $100,500 for the use of 
a vessel for seventy dave: and then pay all her 
bills, or, at least, those expenses which are 
heaviest on steam vessels—to pay for coal, &c. 
We are charged $1,500 for the bare use of the 
vessel—a price admitted to be extravagant. 

Mr. WELLER. | do not know that the price 
fixed on is extravagant, when compared with the 
contract made at New York fora steamer to go 
out in search of the wreck of the San Francisco. 
That, I believe, was $1,000 a day. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That may very well be, 
and that may be five timesas much as was proper. 
I will not undertake to say how much was paid 
elsewhere; nor do I think it isa just mode of ar- 
gument to justify one abuse by citing another as 
a precedent. I do not know whether this sum 


has been paid; but it appears to me that it must | 


be obvious to any man who knows anything on 
these subjects, that this is a most exorbitant and 
shameful price. [t is one which the Senate ought 
never to consent to, unless some further explana- 


| tons are given than we have yet received. [ 


should like to know, first, the legal authority by 


| which this charter was made; and next, | should 


like to have some better proof than | can find in 
the papers in this case of the necessity of giving 
any such sum as was here agreed to be paid. The 
charter is here. It does agree to pay that price. 
But there is nothing before us to show that other 
steamers could not have been obtained at a lower 
price. There is nothing before us to show that 
if a steamer had been wanted for this length of 


' time, it would not have been better for the com- 


mander, in behalf of the Navy of the United 
States, to give $100,000 for the propeller—and_then 


|it would have belonged to us—rather than to have 


us to pay for it, and then to leave it in possession 
of the party after receiving its full value. It is an 
operation which I think the Senate will not be 
disposed to ratify. 

Mr. DAWSON. What is the amount pro- 
posed to be paid? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. One hundred and thirteen 
thousand six hundred and thirty-eight dollars. 

Mr. DAWSON. For how many days was the 
vessel employed? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. Seventy days. 

Mr. PRATT. May L inquire of my friend from 
Louisiana whether he can turn to the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy, conferring authority on 
the naval officer to make thecharter party? 

Mr. BENJAMIN. That letter itself { find is 
not here; but [ have before me the letter of the 
Secretary of the Navy of the Ist of August, 1854, 
addressed to the chairman of the(ommittee on 
Naval Affairs of this body, in which the Secretary 


| Says: 


**T send you the papers explaining fully the facts in 
regard to chartering the steamer Columbus to aid in sup- 
pressing unlawful expeditions in Mexican territory. You 
will recollect that your committee passed a resolution ad- 
vising this to be done, and that on inquiring into the facts, 
the President concurred with me in authorizing Com- 
mander Dornin to employ a steamer, if necessary, and if it 
could be done on reasonable terms. Commander Dornin 
considered it necessary, and employed the steamer, and 
with its assistance, he succeeded in accomplishing what 
he undertook. 
agent that the price was too high.” 


The allusion, as I understand, is to the nav 
agent at San Francisco, an officer of the Govern- 
ment on the spot, who expressed the opinion that 
the price was too hizh. The letter proceeds: 

“ If the committee move an amendment, I would suggest, 
whether the Secretary of the Navy might not be authorized 
to pay the amount, unless, on inquiry, be shall become sat- 
isfied that a less sum was right and proper.’’ 

Now, the amendment is reported witheut dis- 
cretion to the Secretary of the Navy to allow a 
less sum if he should consider it right and proper 
on examination. ‘That qualification has been 
stricken out by the committee for reasons which 
the Senator from California has stated, which 


The opinion is expressed by the navy | 





| were satisfactory to him and to the committee; 

but I still consider that this is too important a 
matter, and too large a sum, for us to consent to 
this payment without further investigation and 
further explanation. 

Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, in the letter which 
| has been read, the Secretary of the Navy stated 
| that he pursued this course on the recommenda- 

tion of the Committee on Naval Affairs. When 
it was supposed that these expeditions were being 
fitted out, and would probably be mischievous on 
the Pacific coast, that committee passed an in- 
formal resolution, that if, in his opinion, it was 
necessary, he himself should charter a vessel. At 
that time it was understood there was one at 
Panama which could, within thirty days, sweep 
the whole gulf of California, and accomplish the 
object. That was the extent of the action of the 
Naval Committee. It was done for the purpose 
of preventing the landing of these expeditions, if 
possible, and to prevent a collision between the 
expeditionists and citizens of Mexico. In addi- 
tion to that, it was supposed that the expeditions 
had been got up by such small numbers of indi- 
viduals that they would undoubtedly fail, and it 
was feared that some catastrophe would happen 
to them, such as happened to the Havana expe- 
ditions. It was feared that, as soon as they 
landed, the Mexicans would take them prisoners, 
and instantly put them to death. It was thought 
that the better plan was, if possible, to prevent 
| their landing, or to prevent any disaster to them, 
by arresting them, if possible, and bringing them 
back to the United States for trial. The Secre- 
tary of the Navy, instead of making a charter, as 
suggested by the Naval Committee, concluded to 
send authority to the commander on the naval 
station at San Francisco; and that officer, who is 
a gallant officer of the Navy, chartered this vessel. 
The Senator from Louisiana says it was a 
shameful transaction. I should like to know on 
what authority he announces that it was a shame- 
| ful transaction? I should like to know what 
authority he has for saying any such thing? 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I stated it on the face of 
the transaction; and I do not hesitate to say that, 
| on the face of the transaction, it is a shameful 
| waste. 1 say iton my responsibility as a Sena- 
tor. 

Mr.GWIN. That is the Senator’s statement, 
| but it will not be sustained by any man who will 

examine the subject fairly and impartially. The 


|| price may be too high, but is there anything 
|| shameful in that? The officer was authorized by 


| the head of the Department to make this contract. 
| He made it. The navy agent—so the Secretary 
|| informs us, and I suppose the documents bear it 
| out—says the price was too high. Suppose it 
| was too high; what was there shameful in the 
transaction? The officer thought it was neces- 
| sary for the public service that he should charter 
| this vessel; otherwise he would not have done it. 
| This gentleman is absent. He is not here to de- 
fend himself. So far as any imputations on him 
| personally are concerned, | will repel them. 
There is not an officer in the public service who 
| stands higher. 
Mr. ATCHISON called for the yeas and nays 
on the amendment, and they were ordered. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. I should like to suggest 
an amendment to the amendment, in compliance 
| with the recommendation of the head of the Navy 
Department, so as to provide that it be left to his 
| discretion. 
| Mr. WELLER. So it is. 
| Mr. BRODHEAD. That was in the original 
| amendment, but it was stricken out. I desire to 
|| have that clause restored. 
Mr. GWIN. I am perfectly willing to agree 
| to that. The Secretary of the Navy, after he sent 


|| to the committee the letter which has been read, - 


|| sent me a private note yesterday morning, — 

| that, inasmuch as it was a specific contract, he di 

| not see that the amount could be reduced. I read 

| it to the committee, and they agreed to strike out 

| that clause in the original amendment. I believe 
the Senator from Pennsylvania was not present 
in the committee at the time. 

Mr. WELLER. I can vote for this amend- 
ment very cheerfully with the modification sug- 
gested by the Senator from Pennsylvania and 

‘accepted by my colleague. I should desire to 
| have the Secretary of the Navy examine the mat- 
| ter before this large amount of money ie paid. [ 
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think it was jast year that my colleague and my- 


self made an eflort to get the Secretary of the | 
Treasury to purchase a steam propeller on the | 
Pacific coast for revenue purposes; one that could 

be used, notonly for revenue purposes, but in order 

to enforce your neutrality laws. Then, J under- 

stood, he could have obtained a propeller, the 

Constitution, belonging to the same class of ves- 

sels with this, for $75,000. The Department did 

not see proper to accede to that proposition. We 

could obtain very readily last year a steamer of 
the same class for $75,000 or $100,000, and thus | 
have saved the expense to the Government of 

chartering vessela whenever the exigency required | 
it, 

Now, if this contract has been entered into un- 
der instructions given to Captain Dornin, it must 
be carried out. I am very sure that no gentle- 
man who is acquainted with Captain Dornin | 
would reflect, in the least degree, on his integrity. 
He is one of the most gallant and fearless officers 
in the Navy; one of the most faithful and honest 
men, | undertake to say, who is attached to the 
public service ; and the last man, with whom | 
am acquainted, who would be disposed to enter 


into collusion with others to defraud the Govern- || 
He may have supposed at the time that } 


ment. 
the immediate necessity demanded that this ves- 
sei should be chartered at once; and being unable, 


poenene to obtain the service of any other vessel, || 
’ 


e was compelled to contract for this, at what now 
is regarded as an extravagant rate. I suppose | 
that was the case. We have very few steamers 
upon the Pacific ocean disengaged. It is very 
rarely that you can divert one from the regular 
trade. It may be that Captain Dornin, feeling 
that there was a pressing immediate necessity, 
was induced to take this vessel at the rate fixed 
on, $1,500 a day. Now, I shall be perfectly satis- | 
fied to vote for the amendment in the shape in | 
which it has been placed, leaving the Secretary of | 
the Navy to pay the amount, if, in his judgment, 
it be right and proper. 
thing dishonest in this contract, as a matter of 
course the money appropriated will be withheld. 

Mr. PRATT. I think everybody will admit, | 
Mr. President, that here has been an exorbitant 
I do not intend 
to attach blame at all to any naval officer who has 
been connected with this matter; but we find that 
the Secretary of the Navy bases his justification 
for the expenditure of this money upon a resolu- 
uon stated, by him to have been passed by the 
Naval Committee of the Senate. 
this body, Congress being in session, passed a 
resolution, either directory or requestive, | donot 
know its terms, on the Secretary of the Navy to 
charter a steam vessel to do some particular ser- 
vice. The Secretary justifies himself for this ex- 
penditure by reference to that resolution. He 
directed this charter party to be made, if neces- 
sary. Predicated upon 
mittee of the Senate, the steamer was chartered at 
$1,500 a day, the Government paying all the ex- 
penses of coaling the boat, All this was done in 
virtue of a resolution of one of the committees of 
this body. I understand, from the reading of the 
report of the Department by the honorable Sena- 
tor from Louisiana, that this is the ground on 





which the Secretary of the Navy bases his action, |, 


and this is the ground upon which, | under- 
stand, he jusufies himself for having ordered 
tis charter-party to be made. Looking at the 
whole matter in this aspect, it is one of great 
consequence to the country, and of great con- | 
sequence to the Senate. If one committee can, 
by resolution, direct the expenditure of public 
money, or order particular services to be performed 
which will render necessary the expenditure of 
the public money, every other committee in the 
Senate can do the same thing. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. And the Senate was in 
session at the time. 

Mr. PRATT. Yes, sir, the Senate was in ses- 
sion. If a public necessity existed for the em- 
ployment of the vessel, the committee, on show- 


If there has been any- | 


|| the present, 


A committee of || 


is resolution of a com- || 





ing the existence of that public necessity, could 
have got through both 
half an hour, a bill or resolution giving authority 
for the employment of the national vessels, or the 
chartering of other vessels, in the absence of na- 
tional vessels, to discharge the duty. 1 know 
nothing, of course, of this matter, except what is 


developed in the papers which have been read; but 


ouses, in the course of | 





it appears, from the letter of the Secretary of the | California for the invasion of So 


Navy, that during the session of Congress, by 
virtue of a resolution of the Committee on Naval 


Affairs of this body, he authorized this charter | 


party to be made, provided the naval officer on 
that station should deem it neceesary. ‘The char- 
ter party was accordingly made, by which a ves- 
sel, worth less than $100,000, as I understand, 
was chartered for seventy days, atan expense of 
over $113,600. 

Mr. GWIN. It was not necessary for the 
Senator from Maryland to aygck the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. if time would permit, we could 
defend ourselves fully from the assault which has 
been made upon us. 


opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, the public 
interests would be promoted by putting a stop to 
thuse expeditions by chartering a vessel, the com- 
mittee would, so far as their action was concerned, 
recommend that a proper appropriation be made. 
That was the full extent of the action of the Naval 
Committee. They never pledged the Senate to 


anything. They never pledged the Secretary of || 


| the Navy to anything whatever. 
Mr. PRATT. I certainly did not intend to at- 
tack the Committee on Naval Affairs, or to charge 


|| them with anything improper; but, sir, we are 


| looking to the powers of the Senate and the powers 
of this Government. Whatever may have been 
the intention of the committee, certainly the Sec- 
retary of the Navy does claim the right to author- 
ize this contract upon the resolution of that com- 
mittee. Ido not desire to attach blame to the hon- 
'orable Senator from California, or to any of the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs, be- 
cause! presume they only exercised a power which 
they supposed they possessed. I want to under- 
stand whether any committee possesses such a 
power. I wish to ask, for information, how a 
committee claim the authority to advise, direct, or 
request one of the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment to do what the committee may think 
necessary for the public service ? 

Mr. JOHNSON. 


detain us longer. I would suggest, therefore, 

whether it would not be better to let it lie over for 
The amount charged in this case is 
admitted to be unconscionable. I think it would 
be better to let the question lie over until the next 
session, and give us a full opportunity to investi- 
gate it. 

Mr. MALLORY. I cannot permit this matter 
to go by without a word of explanation. The hon- 
orable Senator from Maryland has assumed that 
the Secretary of the Navy authorized the charter- 
ing of this vessel, upon the recommendation of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. Thatis not so; and, 
therefore, his argument, being based on improper 
preasont. goes for nothing. It was the act of the 

resident. On inquiry into the circumstances 
attending the unlawful expeditions which it was 
alleged, were emanating from California, the Presi- 
dent authorized the Secretary of the Navy to char- 
terasteamer. The Secretary of the Daze, by 
the proper officer, did charter one. It is true the 


| Secretary, in this communication, speaks of the 


Naval CompMttee of the Senate having passed a 
resolution of which I have no recollection; but I 


| presume it was passed in the ordinary course of 


business to be brought before the Senate for action. 
The Secretary, in his communication to the chair- 


_ man of the committee, says: 


**1 send you the papers explaining fully the facts in re- 
gard to chartering the steamer Columbus to aid in suppress- 
ing unlawful expeditions upon Mexican territory. You will 

| recollect that your committee passed a resolution advising 
this to be done, and that, on inquiry into the facts, the Pres- 
ident concurred with me in authorizing Commander. Dor- 

| nin to employ a steamer, if necessary, and if it could be done 


| on reasonable terms.”’ 


| Now, so faras I have any knowledge of the 


circumstances, | have no recollection of any such 


resolution, but [ presume it was one to be brought 
| before the Senate for action. But the Secretary 
, Says expressly, that the vessel was chartered by 
; his orders, under the direction of the President. 

_Mr. PRATT. But he undertakes to justify 
his action by reason of the resolution of the com- 
| mittee to which he refers, in the paper which has 

been read by the Senator from Florida. 
| Mr.SEWARD. Mr. President, as I under- 
, stand the proposition before the Senate, it is this: 
There was an unlawful expedition fitting out in 
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All that. was said by the | 
Committee on Naval Affairs was, ,that if, in the | 


This is a question which has || 
| detained us for some time, and it seems likely to 
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nora, 
Government here very properly thought om fe 


to be arrested. On examination they found th 
there was no national ship which was in a eo i. 
tion to be sent there, and they thought it cred 
and best to send out authority to charter a ste, = 
for that purpose. This vessel was accordines, 
chartered. The proper officer was intrusted wit 
authority to charter a vessel, and he chartered this 
one at $1,500 a day. Itis a very large sum 1 
admit, but it was a contract—a contract maj 
under an exigency—and to sustain the credi; of 
the country, to sustain the integrity and honor of 
the country, and to prevent very disastrous ¢op. 
sequences in our foreign relations. It seems 1, 
me, then, that the failure of the Government t) 
make payment, whether the sum be large or small 
would be much to be deplored. F 
But, in looking at the case, I am sure it wil] jh. 
seen that this sum, although it is large, is not g, 
extravagant and so unusual as is supposed. The 
| vessel was worth $400,000. The charter of her 
per day was $1,500. That, though a large com. 
ensation, was still not a very extravagant one 
| In consideration of the circumstances, for she was 
| diverted from her regular oceupation, took new 
hazards, and was diverted from the use of her 
owners. The Navy Department, it will be seen 
by reference to oficial documents, has granted 
| demurrage to as large an amount as $3,500 per 
day for steamers upon the Pacific coast. Every. 
thing on that coast, we know, is on a grand scale 
of expense. I hope it is coming down; but we 
cannot bring things down any faster than time 
/ and circumstances will enable us to do. There is 
| nothing unreasonable, it seems to me, therefore, 
| 


in making this allowance, and I do not see thai 
| we can have any more propitious time for the 
| settlement of the question. 
| Mr. STUART. This bill is evidently going io 
| take a good deal of time in its discussion, and | 
| move to lay it aside for a few minutes that we 
| may consider the resolution which I laid on the 
| table yesterday for the extension of the session. 
Mr. GWIN. I hope the Senator will let us go 

| on with this bill. We are ready to vote on this 
| amendment, and there are but a few more to be 
| offered. 
Mr. STUART. There will be a great many 
/ amendments offered to this bill. If we are to do 
| anything at this session, and do it with propriety 
| and understanding, it seems to me that we ought 
| to extend the session until next Monday. | be- 
| lieve that to be the opinion of several! gentlemen. 
| I.do not know whether it is the opinion of a ma- 
| jority of both Houses of Congress. For the pur- 
| pose of taking the sense of the Senate on that sub- 
| ject, | move to lay this bill aside for a few minutes, 
| to take up that resolution. 
Mr.GWIN. Those few minutes will be hours. 
Mr. TOOMBS. If the purpose of the Senator 
from Michigan cannot be accomplished without 
| unanimous consent, | object. 
Mr.GWIN. Sodol. 
| ThePRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Watxen.) 
In the opinion of the Chair, this bill can be laid 
aside by a majority. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I think the Senator from 
Michigan had better let his resolution lie over until 
this evening. If we were to pass it now, the Sen- 
ate would adjourn at five o’clock. lis 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is 
of opinion that the moticn of the Senator from 
Michigan is in order. 

Mr. GWIN. When an amendment is pent- 


? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Yes, sir. The 
question is on the motion to postpone the farther 
consideration of the bill. 

Mr. GWIN. Until what hour? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour bes 
not been named. 

Mr. STUART. It is now half past twelve. 
Suppose we postpone the. further consideration 
of the bill to one o’clock. I make that motion. 

Mr. GWIN. L hope it will be voted down. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I hope we shall now have the 
question on the amendment. 

Mr. CASS. Allow meto make one sugges 
tion. We have but twenty-four hoursof the ses- 
sion remaining, and certawly if we argue every 
| point before us we cannot get through. Is it not 

t to make a brief statement, and let members, 
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nce, judge for themselves? It seems to me, 
ve atage of the session, that that is the part 
We can judge, in most of these 
' ya very brief statement of the proposi- 


for 


~ 


prudence. 


ur e question being taken on the amendment by 
“and nay3y resulted—yeas 11, nays 30; as 


yeas 
ws: 
Messrs. Bell, Evans, Fish, Gwin, Mallory, 
von, Rockwell, Rusk, Seward, Wade, and Weller—Il 
M ya—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Benjamin, 
oe Brown, Cass, Chase, Clay, Cooper, Daw-on, 
Brg Wisconsin, Dodge of lowa, Douglas, Fitzpat- 
p oF Poot, Geyer, Gillette, Houston, Hunter, James, 
nhs “of Towa, Jones of Tennessee, Pettit, Pratt, Sebas- 
san, stuart, Toombs, Toucey, and Walker—30. 


So the amendment was rejected. 
FORTIFICATION BILL. 
4 message from the House of Representatives, 


yEAS— 


by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, announced that , 


the House had passed the following resolution: 


Resolved, (with the concurrence of the Senate,) That in | 
- anrolnent of the bill of the House making appropriations | 
+ fortifications, &c., the word “ nat’? be inserted after the | 


word * fortifications,” in the last item of the bill; the said 
word having been accidentally omitted to be placed there in 
engrossing the bill. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution, 
and concurred therein. 
The item where the word ** not’? should be is: 


| take in ever establishing a navy-yar 


therefore, while the naval storekeeper and all the 


clerks in the nevy-yard get the benefits of that | 


act, the clerks of the navy agent do not get any 
increase. This is to equalize ail the clerks attached 
to the navy-yard. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. I have but one more amendment 
to offer, and then I shall be done. It is in the 
appropriation for the navy-yard at Memphis, Ten- 
nessee, to strike out $13,400, and insert $30,400. 
I will state that this sum is less than one half of the 
estimate of the Department, the estimate being 
$65,000 for that navy-yard. I hope the amend- 
ment will be adopted. 

Mr. PEARCE. I think it would be much bet- 
ter to strike out the whole appropriation than to 
enlarze it. 


is a perfect delusion. Congress made a great mis- 


e seven hun- 
dred miles from the sea, upon a river whose 


| waters, during a large portion of the year, are not 


' 
i 


The idea of a navy-yard at Memphis | 


of a sufficient depth to allow vessels of a draught | 


of more than seven feet to ascend it. I believe 
this navy-yard is wholly useless. I know the 
whole history of it; and I think, if we are to 4 

l, 


propriate a dollar more than is roo in the bi 
» 


« For contingent expenses of the fortifications not | 


herein mentioned, ’’ &c. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re- | 
sumed the consideration of the naval appropria- | 


tion bill. 

Mr. GWIN. The Committee on Naval Affairs 
have further instructed me to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after the appropriation for 
the pay of the Marine Corps: 

That the non-commissioned officers, musicians, and pri- 
yates of the United States Marine Corps shall be entitled to 
and receive the same pay and bounty for reénlisting as are 
now or may hereafter be allowed to the non commissioned 
officers, musicians, and privates of the infantry of the Army. 

| will state that in the Army appropriation bill 
there is a provision increasing the pay of the pri- 
yates and non-commissioned officers of the Army, 
and, if that shall pass, the committee thought it 
proper that the non-commissioned officers and pri- 
vaies of the marines should have the same pay as 
the non-commissioned officers and soldiers of the 
Army. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr.G@WIN. 1 amalso instructed by the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to offer the following 
amendment, to come in after the appropriations 
for navy-yards: 

Aad the sum of $100,000 be, and the same is hereby, 
appropriated for the establishment of a naval depot on the 
nght bank of the river Mississippi, in descending, at the 
site now owned and held by the United States for that pur- 
pose, near the city of New Orleans, and for such buildings 
and improvements as may be judged necessary for the ac- 


commodation of the United States vessels of war in that 
quarter. 


The amendment was adopted. 

Mr.GWIN. The next amendment of the Com- 
mitteeon Naval Affairs is to come in immediately 
before the appropriations for the Marine Corps: 


Provided, That the law approved the 3d of March, 1843, | 


directing advertisements for materials for the Navy, be 
and is hereby, so far modified as to require the classes only 
of materials te be stated in the advertisement, and bidders 
to be referred to the several navy agents and chiefs of bu- 
reaus, who will furnish them with printed schedyles giving 
a full deseription of each and every article, with dates of 
delivery, &e. : 

This is recommended by the Department, and 
will be of great economy. It will dispense with 
the necessity of publishing in the advertisement 
full lists of articles. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GWIN. 


Committee on Naval Affairs to offer the following 
amendmént as an additional section: 

Sec.—. And be it further enacted, That the provisions 
contained in the act of the 22d of April, 1854, adding a per- 
centage to the pay of clerks employed at the navy yard in 

ashington city, be construed so as to include the clerks 
and messenger if the office of the navy agent for said yard, 
and the messenger in the commandant’s office. 


I will state that, by that act, ar increase of com- 
pensation wag made to the officers in the navy- 
yard. The navy agent here, however, for the 
coavenience of the Government and the. Depart- 
ment, does not hold his office in the yard; and, 


I am further directed by the | 


it will be better to strike out the who 
ation. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. President, I should 
like to know what the honorable Senator from 


appropri- 


Maryland knows so much more than any other | 


honorable Senator. 


appropriation, The honorable Senator says he 
knows the whole history of it. What was it? 
I should like to learn it. 

Mr. PEARCE. Perhaps you would not like 
to hear it. 


Mr. BELL. 


as gone on and established a navy-yard there, 


and appropriated some $700,000 or $800,000 for |! 
it, and for building it up; perhaps the expenditure | 


has gone as high as $800,000 or $900,000. It is 
said that it is seven hundred miles from the sea- 
board. J admit that that is a formidable objec- 


| tion; but a great many honorable Senators and 


members of Congress, generally thought a navy- 
yard could be established there upon great public 


|| principles, in reference to what is called our great 


inland sea—the Mississippi. Some honorable 


Senators thought it would be better to establish a || 


navy-yard at Memphis, instead of at Baton Rouge 


Let him inform us why it | 
would be better to strike out the whole of this 
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| 
| 


| 


I was not here when this navy- | 
ao was commenced, but | know the Government 


i} 


or at New Orleans, because it was in a latitude | 
where more continuous and uniform health could | 


be expected. It was established, too, in the neigh- 


‘borhood of the finest building materials, of fine | 


white-oak and other timber used in ship-building, 


| and in the vicinity of the finest iron and coal to be 


| found anywhere in the United States. 


As I have 


| stated already, it is above the latitude of those 


dangerous epidemics which sometime afflict the 
lower Mississippi at New Orleans, Baton Rouge, 
and Vicksburg. Memphis is about the line where 
the advantages of health are expected. 


in the original establishment of this yard. 
But, sir, | will dismiss all considerations as to 


These | 
| considerations undoubtedly influenced Congress 


} 
i} 
it 
1] 


} 


| 
j 
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whether that is reallysoor not. Below Memphis 
there may be an occasional bar in the loweststage 


of the water; but for nine or ten munths in the 


year, | am sure, the largest class vessels may be 
floated in satety up to that point. 

W hat is now wanting in the completion of this 
yard? ft will cost $400,000 or §500,000, perhaps, 
to make tt adapted, in all respects, to the construc- 
tion of vessels of war. I do not know that it 
would be important to discriminate between the 
largest class of vessels and the lowest, or to take 
the medium class. Perhaps none but the medium 
class could be constructed and floated out there. 
Sull, that would be an acquisition. Thetimemay 
come, sir, when we shall have a contest for the 
command of the Gulf of Mexico; and then a navy- 
yard seven hundred miles from the sea-coast, on 
the Mississippi river, may be a very valuable ac- 
quisition for the maintenance of our rights and 
our sovereignty in the Gulf. There can be no 
substantial objection on that ground. 

Now, sir, as to the pitiful appropriation pro- 
posed in the bill, you might as well strike it out 
altogether. The appropriation in the bill is 
$13,400 ** for excavation and embankment, smith’s 
shop, storehouse, and repairs of all kinds.’’ 
W hat is $13,400 for such a purpose? You might 
as well strike out the amount at once. The Navy 
Department, who have no disposition to favor the 
navy-yard at Memphis, recommended a much 
largersum. Thecommandant, and the other officers 
of the Government having control of this yard, 
and appointed for the purpose, recommended, | be- 
lieve, about $500,000 as necessary to complete the 
yard, and put itin a position where dijapidation 
could not go en to destroy the works which had 
already been in part constructed. The Depart- 
ment reduced that recommendation down to 
$65,000, which, with all their notions of the in- 
ferior virtue of this yard, compared with other 
yards, they recommended to Congress as the 
minimum sum. Now, the House of Representa- 
tives have reduced the amount to $13,400. I pre- 
fer greatly that the Senate should strike out the 
entire appropriation, because $13,400 isa mockery. 
I will not argue the question; but if you mean to 
preserve the works which you have already con- 
structed there, at an enormous cost, you ought to 
make the appropriation at least $30,000. Situated, 
as that yard is, on the margin of the Mississippi, 


| where another stream, Wolf river, flows into it, 


we are liable to the loss of more than $32,000 of 
the work already completed, if we have no greater 
appropriation then that. But, sir, [ trust the 
Senate, even although they may hereafter conclude 
that it would be economical and prudent to dis- 
pense with this yard altogether, will appropriate 
enough to preserve the valuable public works 
which are already constructed, and whieh are as 
valuable as those at Boston, New York, and Phila- 
delphia, or at any other navy-yard in the Union. 
I have understood they have gone on with the 
works there with a view to the manufacture of 


| cordage, because they supposed they could get 


the wisdom and expediency, or sound policy of || 


the establishment of a navy-yard at Memphis || 


| originally, and come to the question of whether, | 
after you have expended $800,000 or $900,000 || 

| there; after you have gone on to erect buildings, | 
and after the Government has, as I learn, inde- | 

| pendently of ship-building, the finest establish- | 


| 


ment there which exists in the United States, you 
will not appropriate a sufficient sum. J am told, 


that 
machinery there. 


similar machinery in the country. 


by those who seem to know a great deal about it, || have been established at >: is. 
you have over $100,000 worth of the finest | 1 knew all about the history of t 


| there the best material, and could manufacture it 


at a less cost than at any other point in the United 
States. 

Mr. PEARCE. Mr. President, I do not think 
I ever assume to know morethan all Congress, or 
than anybody else; but I have an undoubted right 
to give the opinion which I entertain, and it is not 
to be influenced or controlled by the opinions of 
others. I simply expressed my own opinion; 
and | am very sure that, if all of us were com- 
pelled to say what we think, whether we desired 
to do so or not, nine members out ef ten in the 
Senate would say that a navy-vaed never should 
W hen I said 
his yard, | meant 


I have looked at it, and in- || this: that Congress, on the occasion of its estab- 
spected it, and I understand it is superior to all ] 


lishment, yielded to the anxious solicitude of cer- 
tain gentlemen, then members of this body and the 


I learn that it has been the policy of the De- || other House, under the pressure oflocal influences. 


partment to make Memphis a place for the man- 


| ufacture of cordage for the Navy of the United 


} 


| land says, that, during some seasons of the year, || | undertake to say, never will build one. 


States, and they have fine machine 


| 


hemp grown in the United States—the Missouri | 


and Kentucky hemp. 


Further than that I need not go. 1 know the prop- 
osition was first received with a smile of mirth on 


there for || every countenance, but at last it was obtained; 
| that purpose. The consideration which led to this || and it seems that the Government has gone on 
| view was that it was in the vicinity of the finest || and expended $900,000 or $1,000,000 on this yard. 


The Senator tells us that dijapidation has already 
begun. In ten years we have expended nearly 


It may be true, sir, as the Senator from Mary- | $1,000,000, and never yet built a ship there, and 


only vessels of seven feet water could pass over | ' 
| the bars in the Mississippi. I do not know |) manufacture of cordage, but that is not a navy- 


It may 
be a good place for a nationa! rope-Wwalk for the 


JAP 
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a 


Ta. 
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yard. 
have established a navy-yard there. Wehaveno 
use for one acthat point. Uf dilapidation bas begun 
already, | think we bad better stop it at once. | 
‘consume the ume of the Senate on this 
question, 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, 
the Senator from Maryland undertakes to adjudi- 
cate this question, | think, without any facis 
being before him. He says a navy-yard ought 
never to have been established at Memphis. Well, 
sir, the Congress of the United States thought 
differently. That is a mere difference of opinion 
between the Congress of the United States and 
the Senator from Maryland; and | should hesitate 
long to take the opinions of any one Senator as 
against the combined action of the American Con- 
gress. But, sir, that is not all. At the last ses 
sion of Congress, the Naval Committee sent to 
you one of the strongest reports | ever read, in 
favor of the continuation of this yard as a navy- 

ard uoder the government of the United Siates. 
The Senator says, however, that it ought to be 
abolished. That is his opinion; but | entertain 
a very different view. I undertake to say, that 
vessels can be built there cheaper than at any 


Willi the 


other navy-yard in the United States, and of as |) 


good material as any to be found in the United 
States. | will not set up my judgment against 
that of the Senator from Maryland, but | speak 
the opinion of every commandant who has been 
at the navy-yard from its organization to the 
present day. I have before me a report of the 


present commandant of that yard, in which he | 


presents to the Department the expenditure ne- 
cessary to carry out that work, amounting to 
$700,000, and he has a high opinion of its import- 
ance, 

TheSenator says that it had better be abolished. 
] would ask that Senator if he can abolish it with- 
outa violation of the faith, the honor, and the in- 
tegrity of this nation. The State of Tennessee 
and the city of Memphis gave to the Government 
of the United States a large plat of land, worth 
now about $500,000, expressly upon the condi- 
tion that the Government should establish a navy - 
yard there. Now, before Gongress attempt to 
abolish it, | wish them to go back, and retrocede to 
us the land which they havetaken. I would much 
prefer that they should do that, rather than go on 
with the mere pretense of keeping up a navy-yard 
by appropriating $13,000 a year. That is not 
enough to keep up the embankments which are put 
there from one year toanother.. Your commandant 
there, one of your own officers, having charge of 


My opinion is, that we ought never to | 


'| seven or nine feet of water? 


the yard, sends his estimates, and tells you that | 


it will take $700,000 to carry out the contract 
which the Government has made with the people 
of Tennessee to establish a navy yard there, 
The Department reduced it to $65,000; the House 
of Representatives reduced it to $13,000; and now 
the Senator from Maryland wants to strike it out 
altogether. Of the latter two propositions, I think 


that of the Senator from Maryland is the best. | 


You had better strike out the whole appropriation 
rather than give only $13,000, for it will be that 
much money thrown away; but if you mean to 
carry out the obligations of the Government in 
good faith, make an appropriation adequate to 
carry out the work. 

it is said that this navy-yard is seven hundred 
miles from the sea. hat difference does that 
make if you have as good transportation from 
Memphis to the ocean as from Baltimore to the 
ocean? Does it follow that you must be on salt 


water to enjoy any of the benefits or patronage of | 


|| never been completed, 


this Government? That seems to be the doctrine | 


of some gentlemen here, but | do not subscribe to 
it. Lcan tell the honorable Senator from Mary- 
land, that, during eight months of the year, a 
vessel which can go out from the port of New 
Orleans can go out from the port of Memphis. 
The shallowest point is at the mouth of the river, 


| been finished? 


' such an appropriation as is here proposed of only 
* $13,000 tor such a purpose. If you intend to 
carry oul, io good faith, the object in which you 
fave enzayved, amucn iarger sum is necessary. 
You bave at this point some of the finest machin- 
ery in the Union, which bas cost the Government 
$110,000. That machinery stands sull, and your 
pl3,vu0 will hardiy keep icin repair. For what 
purpose did you buy it? For what purpose did 


you put it there, unless you meant to operate it. | 


You seem to have been diverted from the original 
purpose of establishing a navy-yard at Memphis, 
and have converted it into a rope-walk. You 
have built your houses, put your machinery in the 


houses, and there the inachinery stands, and you 


do not give money enough to buy hemp to carry 
ton. That may be carrying out the good faith 


| and theother a Democrat—candidates for Gore 
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seems to me that the proposition made 


of the Govemmeant, but | do not so understand it. || 


Mr. ATCHISON. Mr. 


President, | was a 


part and parcel of this Memphis navy-yard trans- | 
acuion, as well as my friend from Maryland. | 
We were here at the time it was proposed by a | 


Senator from Tennessee, who was. then a candi- 
date fur Governor of that State. 

Mr. BELL. Do you mean me? 

Mr. AtCHISON. No, sir, you were not in 
the Senate at the time. The question was asked 


of the Senator to whom | refer, for what purpose 


will you establish a navy-yard at Memphis? Is | 
it for the purpose of building vessels of war? Is 


it for the purpose of building mercantile vessels? 
Is it for the purpose of repairing vessels, and if so 
how are you to get those vessels to the Gulf of 
Mexico after you build them at Memphis, when 
for a large portion of the year you have not over 


| made, (and triumphantly, because we all voted for 
it,) that vessels were to be brought from the Gulf 
of Mexico, to be repaired, to Memphis, seven hun- 
dred or one thousand miles from the gulf. They 
| were to be brought by camels. My friend from 
Maryland will remember it well. 
Mr. PEARCE. Yes, sir 
Mr. ALI'CHISON. And, sir, when the ques- 
tion was asked what kind of camels they were, 


Che response was | 


the Asiatic or Armenian camel, the camel with one | 
or two humps, it was said that these camels are | 
iron or wooden boxes to be exhausted and placed | 
| on each side of the vessel, and the vessel is to be | 


lightened by those camels, and then in that man- 
ner brought up from the Gulf of Mexico to Mem- 
phis. [Laughter.]} 


|istrue. That was the argument. 


Yes, sir, every word of this | 
Now, I| wish | 


to ask the Senator from Tennessee, whether a | 
vessel was ever built at the Memphis navy-yard, | 
and whether a vessel was ever rej aired at that 


navy-yard ? 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. 
Senator with a great deal of pleasure. There never 
has been a vessel built there, because the yard has 
It is impossible that we 
| can build a vessel when you wil! not permit us to 

finish the yard. u 
you will not even let us work that, 


I will answer the | 


We have got the rope-walk, but | 


Mr. ATCHISON. Well, sir, why has not the | 


yard been finished? It has been some eight or ten 


years since the original bill for the establishment | 
of that navy-yard was passed; and why has it not | 


found to be impracticable. So soon as the excite- 
ment under which the bill got through both Houses 


The reason is, that it has been | 


of Congress, passed away, it was found to be an | 


act of folly on the part of the Government to estab- 


lish a navy-yard at Memphis, or at any other point | 
away from the sea coast. Then it was argued that | 


we might well establish a rope-waik at Memphis. 
There was something in that. I admit it, and I 
/am willing to make the necessary appropriation 
| for the establishment of a place there to make 
| rope—to make sails, if you please. 

Mr. BELL. 1 wish to know if the honorable 


Senator from Missouri, and the honorable Senator | 


|from Maryland, supported the original proposi- 


which one of the appropriations in the river and || tion? 


harbor bill is for the purpose of deepening. During 
eight months of the year, whenever you can go 
out from New Orleans, you can go from Memphis. 

I know, sir, this is no time to debate the ques- 
tion. It is reserved until the last hours of the 
session, and then we are called upon to surrender 
the rights of our constituents, or we are charged 
with consaming the public time, and delaying the 
appropriation bills. That is not my fault. W hat- 
ever charges may be made, | must protest against 


} 
i 


| 


1 
| 
| 


Mr. PEARCE, I always opposed it. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I believe I voted for it; but 
1 will explain that matter. 

Mr. BELL. And yet the Senator from Mis- 
souri, a western man, denounces it now. 

Mr. ATCHISON. I will explain that, as the 


| Senator requires an explanation. There were two 


| gentlemen from Tennessee at that time—one a | 
| 
member of the Senate and the other a member of 








es 


nor of Tennessee. - 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. “Who were th 

Mr. ATCHISON. Brown and Foster. 7). 
were candidates for Governor of the State of T, y 
nessee. One would say to his Whig friends - : 
you will give me this eppropriation for a ns , 
yard at Memphis, I think I can triumphant, 
carry the State.” (Laughter] Theother cw 
go to his Democratic friends and tell them. « Ur 
less you give me the navy-yard at Mem hi 1 
shall certainly be defeated.”” [Renewed oe 
ter.) Under this state of things, what could ait ; 
Whig or Democrat do? We were under a kind 
of duress. We were bound to vote this appro . 
ation in both Houses. But, Mr. President. 
b 
Senator from Maryland is the only true oe 
strike out the appropriation and cede the lands end 
works to the State of Tennessee. 

Mr.GWIN. I hope we shall havea vote on 
the amendment. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. My friend from 
California must pardon me if I detain the Senate 
for a few moments. He will very well see that | 
cannot do less, If the honorable Senator fro, 
Missouri lent himself to that sort of political bay. 
gain and intrigue between Foster and Brown, anq 
suffered himself and the Governmentto be mulcte; 
in this way, I have no fault to find with him, by, 
the facts remain thesame. Whatever Mr. Poste 
and Mr. Brown may have said to their party 
friends to induce them to vote for the origina) ap. 
propriation, I will not permit myself to believe fo, 
a single moment that the honorable Senator from 
Missouri lent himself to vote money simply to 
subserve the purposes of either of those gentlemen 
as candidates for office in Tennessee. | will no: 
allow myself to think that. 

But when we go back to the facts, they stand as 
I have stated them, and it is simply a questiyn 
whether this Government will carry out this work 
or abandonit. 1 say to you, in all frankness, you 
had better abandon it than go on as you have done, 
and unless you mean to carry out, in good faith, 
the contract you have made, you had better cede 
the lands to us at once. The Senator from Mis. 
souri says he is willing to vote for a rope-walk 
there. e voted for the original proposition fora 
navy-yard. He complains that no boats have 
been built there, and yet he refuses to give us the 
means of building vessels, and after the Govern- 
ment has converted it into a rope-walk, and has 
the machinery, and houses, and everything neces- 
sary except the money to buy the hemp, he stands 
still and will not even votethat. Hisconsistency, 
I think, is a very strange thing. I hope he wil 
remember his own vote, and for the sake of 
Brown and Foster will carry out this project, and 
at least permit us to have a rope-walk, if he will 
not allow us to build vessels. 

Mr. STUART called for the yeas and nays on 
the amendment; and they were ordered, and being 
taken, resulted—yeas 15, nays 24; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Bell, Benjamin, Dawson, Foot, Geyer, 
James, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, Mallory, Mor- 
ton, Rusk, Seward, Thomson of New Jersey, Wade, and 
Weller—15. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atchison, Bayard, Bright, Brown, 
Butler, Cass, Chase, Clay, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of 
lowa, Evans, Fessenden, Gillette, Houston, Hunter, 


Pearce, Pratt, Rockwell, Stuart, Sumner, Thompson of 
Kentucky, Toombs, and Walker—24. 


So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. MALLORY. I am directed by the Con- 
mittee on Naval Affairs to offer the following 


, amendment: 


Src. —. And be it further enacted, That the President 
of the United States, within thirty days from the passag? 
hereof, shall assemble a naval board, to consist of three 
captains, two commanders, and two lieutenants, whic 
board shall investigate the conduct, the character, and 
standing of all the officers of the grades of captains, com- 
manders, lieutenants, passed midshipmen, and officers in 
the line of promotion ; and shall ascertain and report to the 
Secretary of the Navy, under such rules and regulations %* 


he may prescribe, every officer of said that said 
| board shall deem incompetent or disquali to discharge 
promptly his whole duty, ashore and afloat. And in every 


_ case the said board shall report in two separate classes 


such officers as the interests of the service require should 
be dismissed, and such as should be placed out of the line 
of promotion, with its reasons for the same: Provided, 
That upon said board, officers shall not investigate, vole, 
or report on officers of a senior grade. Immediately upo" 
the return of the reports of the board to the Secretary of the 
Navy, he shall, so far as the President shall approve the 
same, cause those officers who may be for dis- 


the House of Representatives—the one a Whig |! missal to be dismissed the service, with six months’ se 
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e pay; 


and those who may be reported for with- 


Ben ea the line of promotion to be so withdrawn upon | 


ve gdh their sea-service pay respectively, to be de- 


sand approved by the President: Provided, That 


.) spall not be more than three fifths, nor less | 


pidsbipmen and masters in the line of promotion 


ried in the second class shall be dropped from the 
* and shall thereupon receive one year’s sea service 
rhe said board shall be convened and regulated as 
.eretary may direct, and he shall ascertain, in such 
up as be may deem just and expedient, the service, 
sng. and character of the officers of the grades afore- 
und submit the same to the board for its better inform- 
’. Provided, That the promotions which may be made 
sequence of such dismissals and withdrawals shall 
» the grade of commanders to seventy, which shall 
‘\ter be the number of said grade. 


| will say, in a few words, Mr. President, that 
at it has again been carefully considered by 
.. committee; and it has been recommended by 
ine Secretary of the Navy. It has been modified 
., meet some suggestions of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of the House of Representatives. 
1, s but one clause, and relates entirely to retiring 
, dismissing. 
" Mp. CASS. I wish barely to suggest whether, 
st this stage of the session, it is proper to enter 
- +o the consideration of such an important ques- 


amendment, in effect, has passed this body | 





| would rather see the proposition in print, | 


.s to understand its bearing fully, before voting 
it, One or two things in it struck me unfavor- 
ably from the reading of the amendment. Cer- 
tainly | am not prepared to vote’on it at this time. 
Vr. WELLER. I believe the whole subject 


emvraced in the amendment has been fully dis- | 


cussed at this session. 
Mr. CASS. That may be; but I should prefer 
to see it in print. 


naval system; and .before I vote on it I should | 


like to examine it and understand it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Let me say to my honora- 
ble friend from Michigan that there is no branch 
of the public service which stands in need of a 
measure of this kind, so much as the Navy. This 
is a proposition which has been carefully consid- 
ered. It has been modified to meet some just 
views of the House committee. It is a measure 
which passed this body after full discussion. It 
was investigated by the honorable Senator from 
New York, [Mr. Fisn,] and myself in the Naval 
Committee. I think it meets the viewsmnd wishes 
of the entire Navy, and it will do more to resus- 
citate it than anything | know of. It will save 
money to the Government. 

Mr. BAYARD. My impression is that thj 
amendment is substantially different from the na- 
val reform bill which has passed the Senate at this 
session; and I wish to know from the honorable 
Senator from Florida whether such is not the fact? 
| do not like the idea of having a secret inquisition 
upon the characters of men without any charges 
being presented against them. I do not like the 
idea of giving authority to assemble such a board 


of officers to pass on the merits or demerits of all | 


their fellow-officers in theservice. 1] have a recol- 
lection of one board that was convened before, 
and | wish | had here the protest of one of the 


most gallant officers in your service (Commodore | 


Stewart) against the action of that board, which 
made a lasting impression on my mind of the im- 
| mere of all organizations ofthat kind. At all 
events, 

proposition, 


should like further time -to consider this | 
It does not seem to me to resemble | 


substantially that which passed the Senate in the | 


naval reform bill of this session. 

Mr. MALLORY. I will reply to my friend 
from Delaware by simply saying that this is an 
improvement on that bill. It meets his view ex- 
acy. The board has to give its reasons, and 
those reasons are to be approved by the Secretary 
o' the Navy and the President. The investigation 
will therefore be thorough. 

Mr. BAYARD. I understand that, but the 
danger is that it removes the responsibility from 
the Secretary of the Navy, and throws it on no- 
body. Idonotlikethese boards. I would rather, 
if this thing is to be done, the Secretary of the 
Navy should do it on his own personal responsi- 
bility, and let him stand before the country as to 
the justice or injustice of his action. If we are to 
have the Navy reorganized on this basis, do not 
throw the responsibility on a board where every- 
body does it, and nobody does it. 

Mr. MALLORY. Then it never will be done. 
_Mr. GWIN. It is perfectly evident that the 
Secretary of the Navy cannot act unless he gets 


It makes a great change in our | 


|| from the provision now attempted to be inserted || 
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information, and he cannot get it unless some 
board lays it before him. I wish to preas on the 
Senate the necessity of adopting this amendment; 
and I will read, omitting the names, a listof some 
lieutenants in the Navy whom we have been pay- 
ing, but who do no service, and are constantly 
overslaughed. The Naval Committee wished to 
know why these officers were constantly over- | 
slaughed, and they received an answer from the 

| Department. I will read it to the Senate. No. 1 
| was ** passed over in 1832 as physically and men- 

| tally incompetent.”” Fortwenty-two years he has 
received pay without doing service, on account of || 
| mental and physical incompetency. No. 2 was || 
** passed over in March, 1841, and permitted to 

| remain in the service, with the understanding that 

| he should not bein the line of promotion.’’ There 
is an Officer who h»s been receiving pay for thir- 
teen years, with a distinct understanding that he || 
should be overslaughed and do no service. No. 
3 was passed over ‘ for habitual intemperance. | 
The Department granted him a perpetual furlough | 
in July, 1843, at his own request, and to be con- | 
| sidered as out of the line of promotion.’”’ No, 4 || 
was ‘‘ passed over in April, 1851, in consequence || 
of habitual intemperance, which was established || 
before a court of inquiry.’’ These are the men || 
whom we wish to get clear of by the amendment 
we now propose. These men are constantly re- || 
ceiving pay, and never will do any service, and || 
never can be got rid of while the present system 
exists. But here, sir, is another case. No. 5 
** passed over in December, 1852, in consequence 
of mental derangement, produced by intemper- 
ance.”’ Our object is to get rid of such men as 
these; and, surely, the service will be greatly im- 
proved by it. They should be dropped from the | 
Navy; but they cannot be under the present sys- 
tem. 

Mr. BAYARD. I haveno doubt the honor- 
able Senator from California is perfectly right. 
Everybody admits that the Navy requires re 
organization. ‘The Senate passed a bill for that 
purpose at the present session. If I am not mis- 
taken, the provision in that bill, in reference to the 
mode in which the incompetent officers were to be 
removed from the Navy, is substantially different || 





| in this billas an amendment. I am unwilling to || 
| attach to an appropriation bill what may be sup- || 
posed to be a remedy for an existing evil, without | 
having had due time to consider whether that rem- || 
| edy be proper, and especially when I think the | 
| mode of reform proposed is one of great danger. 


| basin. 
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reorganizing the Navy; we want to get rid of 


| worthless officers, and therefore we have proposed 


this amendment, 
Mr. MALLORY. 


an ill-considered or hasty measure. 


Mr. President, this is not 
It was brought 
forward in the House of Representatives, and unan- 
imously recommended by the Committee on Na- 
val Affairs of that House It is only one section 
of a very elaborate bill for the reorganization of 
the Navy. There area great many errors which 
ought to be corrected, and thisisone. The amend- 
ment is substantially what has been passed by this 
body, with oneexception. It does not throw the 
responsibility on the Secretary of the Navy alone, 
which is equivalent to having no improvement 
whatever, because the very fact that these abuses 
exist, shows that no Secretary will take the respon- 


| sibility of correcting them, but enables him to 


summon a board of seven officers advisedly; and 
their finding is not final, but with the approbation 
of the President. 

Mr. BAYARD. I recollect redding the bill of 
the House early in the session, and | made up my 
mind then that I could not possibly vote for it, and 
principally because of the board which it provided 
for. think the bill which passed the Senate, and 
which, therefore, must be taken as expressing the 


| judgment of the Senate, although it gave the re- 


sponsibility to the Secretary of the Navy, provided 
for ascertaining by consultation among the officers 


| of the service generally the character of each in- 
| dividual, which is far preferable, I think, to the 


organization of such a board as this. 
Mr. PRATT called for the yeas and nays, and 


| they were ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
| yeas 22, nays 23; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Bell, Benjamin, Brodhead, 


| Chase, Dodge of Wisconsin, Dodge of Lowa, Douglas, Gil- 
| lette, Gwin, Johnson, Jones of lowa, Jones of Tennessee, 


Mallory, Rockwell, Sebastian, Seward, Slidell, Thomson 
ot New Jersey, Wade, Walker, and Weller—22. 
NAYS—Meessrs. Allien, Bayard, Bright, Brown, Butler, 


| Cass, Clay, Cooper, Dawson, Evans, Fitzpatrick, Foot, 
| Geyer, Houston, Hunter, Morton, Pearce, Pettit, Pratt, 


Rusk, Stuart, Toombs, and Toucey—23. 
So the amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BRODHEAD. The appropriation in this 
bill for the Pensacola navy-yard reads thus: 

For continuation of permanent wharf; continuation of 
deep basin ; raising walls of dock basin; engine and blast 
pipes for smiths’ and machine shop; and repairs of all 
kinds, $143,500. 

I move to amend the clause by striking out 
** continuation of deep basin; raising walls of dock 
** We have in this clause an appropriation 


i think a tribunal, arrahged as is proposed to be || of $143,000 for the Pensacola navy-yard; and for 


done under this amendment, will not lead to proper | 
| results in throwing improper individuals out of the | 


| what purposes? We find among them ‘ contin- 
| uation of deep basin, raising walls of dock basin,”’ 





Navy. It is on that ground, and not that I donot 
| want reform, that | am opposed to tacking this 
amendment to an appropriation bill. 

Allow me to say, further, sir, that we have passed 
the bill to which | havealluded; it has gone to the 
| House of Representatives, and | presume they will 
act on it; or if they do not act on it at this session, 
they probably willatthe next. And it certainly 
is much more appropriate that in the reorganiza- 
| tion of the Navy of the United States it should be 
| done in a well considered, independent bill, adopted 
for that purpose, rather than forced upon an ap- 
propriation bill. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
ator from Florida removed only the evils stated by | 
the Senator from California, | Should cheerfully go 
for it. I would readily support an amendment to 
| strike all those officers from the Navy; but this | 
| amendment does a great deal more; and I[ agree | 
| with the Senator from Delaware, that it is a very 
inappropriate time, within twenty hours of the 
| adjournment of Congress, on a money bill, to at- 

tempt a reorganization of the Navy of the United 

States, because you have a parcel of people in it 
| who ought to have been dismissed twenty years | 
| ago. 
form as to embrace the cases stated by the Sena- | 
tor from California, and order the President to | 
dismiss those officers, I should cheerfully vote for | 
it, but I cannot vote for this amendment. 

Mr. GWIN. I think I recollect that the Sena- 
tor from Georgia, when a member of the other 
| House, made a very summary onslaught on the 
| Army by moving to cut down the appropriations 

one half because he thought there were errors that 
| ought to be corrected by cutting down the appro- 
| priations. Now, we wish to do some good in | 





'| $993,000. 


If the amendment of the Sen- | 


If you will put the amendment in such a || 


to keep up a dock which is a nuisance, and so 
declared by a competent board of officers who 
| were appointed to examine it. They reported 
| that it was unfit, and ought not to be accepted by 
| the Government; but notwithstanding this, the 
| contractors received for the dock 
| move, first, to strike out the words 
| which | have indicated, and then probably the ap- 


|| propriation can be reduced from $143,000 to about 


$50,000 for the other items. I make the motion 
| to strike out because the dock is of no use, and 
| the Senators from that State know it very well. 
1 move to strike out because a competent board 
of officers, appointed to judge of the work, have 
| reported to the Secretary of the Navy-—and the 

Secretary concurs in their report—that the dock 


|| is of no use, and that the contractors did not com- 


| ply with their contract. 
| Now we are called on to make a deep basin 
| for this dock, which is to be eaten up by the 
| worms in less than three years, and which depre- 
ciates twefity per cent. every year. We are to 
appropriate this amount of money for a structure 
which is of no use at all, and both the Senators 
from Florida know # very well. Why continue 
these appropriations upon this dock, basin, and 
railway? This may have come from the Bureau 
of Yards and Docks, but it ought never to have 
come from there. If we are going to help the 
| contractors out with their contract; if weare going 
| on to complete this structure, which it was the 
duty of the contractors to do, we had better re- 
ceive the dock atonce and abandon it. It ought 
to be abandoned. It is of no use there; it cannot 
| be made of any use. Vessels have to be taken 
| into it by camels, | understand, in the same way 
as they were taken up the Mississippi to Mem- 
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Now they come with a proposition for us 
re for their dock. At Phila- 


phis. 
to make a deep 


| 


or 920,000 a year to dredge in front of this new | 


plan of dock, and the very first freshet that comes 
the river fills up again. 

‘These contractors have received over three mil- 
lions of dollars for docke, basins, and railways 
on the AUlantic coast, and now acot 


ee board 
of officers have reported tothe Navy Department, 
what | asserted two years ago before the Senate, 


that these contractors, instead of putting up proper | 


docks, were placing nuisances at the navy-yards 
throughout the country. 
make the motion to strike out. 
ever, wish to detain the Senate. 
small sum, 1 should not have said a word. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President, the honor- 
able Senator from Pennsylvania has made him- 
self conspicuous, and | am gratified that he has, 
on all occasions, in reference to these docks. 


For these reasons, I | 
I do not, how- | 
If it were a | 


He | 


has been instrumental in bringing to the notice of | 


the Senate certain abuses in their construction, | 


for which | think the Senate and the country are 
indebted to him. 
the last session of Congress for much valuable 
information in regard to these abuses. I may 


say, however, that they are connected with the |) 


character of the contracts rather than the charac- 
ter of the work to be executed. In relation to 
this particular amendment, | will say that the 
Committee on Naval Affaire has refused its appro- 
bation to an appropriation of $20,000 to be ex- 
pended upon this deep basin. 

The dock at Pensacola is the ordinary dock 
now used at the harbors of Charleston, Savannah, 
Mobile, and other places. It is useless at Pensa- 


cola, unless you have a basin or some secure | 


lace in which you can put the dock after you 
a aship in it. The dock, I may say, is a 
large scow, which being sunk underneath a ves- 
sel, and then exhausted of its water, raises the 


vessel up, and in that position the vessel can be | 


repaired, provided the dock remains stationary. 
To keep it in that place, you must have a basin 
or pier to secure it. It is for such a basin that 
this appropriation is proposed to be made. 

Under the contract for constructing the dock at 
Pensacola, the Secretary of the Navy was bound 
te furnish a ship to make the experiment. He 
sent a frigate, and the experiment was unsuccess- 
ful. The dock raised the frigate very well, but 
could not float it into the basin because the ship, 
being a frigate, instead of a line-of-battle-ship, 
was too short, and the main weight came in the 
middle, and thus gave the dock a curved form, 
and made it draw more water in the middle than 
at the ends, and added some twelve inches to its 
draft. The work, therefore, was not received by 
the board of examiners, and, according tothe con- 
fract, no money could be paid until it was received. 

n defiance of what I think was justice and cor- 
rectness in the transaction of public affairs, how- 
ever, the whole contract price, $993,000, nearly a 
million of dollars, was actually paid to the con- 
tractors, notwithstanding the basin would not re- 
ceive the dock and vessel init. The only thing 
for the Secretary of the Navy to do is to bring 
suit upon the bonds, but I leave it for the Senate 
to say what chances there are for enforcing pay- 
ment. If they knew as much about the bonds as 
those who examined the work, they would say 
the Secretary ought to use every means to make 
the dock available, before resorting to suit. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Has not the Secretary, under 
the discretionary authority to build a dock of the 
same kind in San Francisco, made a contract with 
the same people against whose dock this commis- 
sion reported? 

Mr.GWIN. IT will answer that question pres- 
ently. Lam in favor of these docks, and I will 
speak on the other side. 


basin at Pensacola are at present entirely useless, 
after you have spent $1,000,000 on them; but by 
making this deep basin in front of the dock you 
will make it available. The contractors have the 
money, and there is no question as to whether 
you shall pay the money; for it is already in their 
pockets. Now, having this dock on our hands, 
it is important to have it available. In that view, 
I think it advisable, under all the circumstances, 
te make the appropriation which the honorable 
Senator from Pennsylvania proposes to strike out. 


We were all indebted to hrm at | 
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| high-water mark, 
course, on the character of the copper. 
| twenty-eight ounce copper, it will last for seven 
These docks are very faulty in one re- | 


I agree with the Senator from Pennsylvania as to 
|, the manner in which the contracts have been | 
delphia they ask for an appropriation of $15,000 | made and the money paid; but I do not agree with 
him in the position that the dock itself, when com- 
pleted, will be useless, because, if we have a basin 
deep enough, we have the experience of Savannah | 
and Charleston, and other places where vessels || 
are bemg docked every day, to show its practica- 

bility. 
have done, to throw away this public ae 
the Pensacola navy-yard, the only navy-yarc 


usefulness. 


years. 








Unless you are disposed to undo what you 


on 


the Gulf, it is wisdom to make the appropriation. 

I will say, further, that! find among the papers | 
submitted to us here, a very long memorial, nu- 
merously signed by the inhabitants of Warring- 
ton, who live where the dock is, testifying to its | 
Of thatl know nothing, but I feel | 
bound to mention the fact. 
this appropriation if I did not think it essential to 
ca 


I should not advocate 


rrying on the public service. 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 


Mr. MALLORY. 
It depends, as a matter of 
If it be 


i 


at | 


I should like to ask my | 
friend from Florida what, in his opinion, is the 
annual depreciation in value of this dock? 
The dock is coppered to | 





ONAL GLOB 





| contractors have made a response to the re . 
_ the board of commissioners. ; 


|} on Naval Affairs. 


| basin; and that suit ought immediately baad 


| merits or demerits of the claim set up by 


| to my colleague. 


| Spect: you cannot get at the bottom so readily as in | 


; no worms can reach the dock. 


the sectional dock. 


eight ounce copper, it would last for seven years; 


| but if it were only eighteen ounce copper, it | 








H 


Mr. MALLORY. Now, sir, this dock and | penditure of one cent by this Government further 


} 
| 


} 


} 


| pleted according to contract. 


| basin, it will be a takin 


_ never been turned over to the Government. 


would not last so long. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I shall vote 
for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania, although the appropriation is for 
a work within the borders of my State, and within 
my own immediate vicinity. I look upon the 
establishment of this deep basin as perfectly un- 
necessary and worthless tothe Government. The 
board of commissioners appointed to make a test 


of the dock and basin built by the contractors, | 
| reported that outside the dock-basin in the Bay of | 


Pensacola there was sufficient water to float any 
vessel which could pass the bar of Pensacola. 


There are some twenty-four or twenty-six feet of || 


water there. I would ask, then, where is the 
necessity of having what is called a deep basin 
there? [I am opposed to it. 


The dock-basin there is not now the property of 
‘the Government. 


It made a contract with the 
contractors to construct a basin for this dock, and 


| appointed a board of commissioners to inspect the 


work, and see whether that dock had been com- 
The board of com- 
missioners reported to the Government that the 


| dock was not completed according to the contract, 
Then, if you make || 


and they refused to receive it. 
an appropriation for raising the walls of the dock- 
i g possession of it by the 
Government, and will place us in a false position 
before the country if we should bring suit against 


| the contractors for non-compliance with their con- 
| tract. 


| Navy Department, to expend $3,000 or $4,000 for 


An effort was made, by application to the 


the painting of this basin; but the Secretary of the 
Navy had too much astuteness todo this: because, 
by sear? duane: of the dock, or basin, for the 
purpose of painting, would be construed by the 
contractors, and Peony by thecourts of the coun- 
try, as a receival by the Government. The Gov- 
ernment has nothing to do with that basin. 
now in the possession of the contractors. 


It is 
It has 
The 


Government has refused to receive it. Should 


| we, then, make an appropriation to raise the walls 


of the basin? If we take possession of it, forthe 


ak of raising the walls, it may be construed 
| 


y the courts as a taking possession of the dock. 
I look upon the dock and basin as a nuisance to 
the Pensacola navy-yard, and unworthy the ex- 


‘than has been expended. 


I am not disposed at this time, sir, to go into a 
discussion of the question whether the contractors 
have complied with their contract or not? All I 
can say is, that from the ex parte evidence pre- 
sented to this body in the report of the Navy 
Department, and in the report of the commissian- 
ers who examined the dock, it appears that the 


contractors have not complied with the contract. 


The subject has been referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs of this body; and it seems that the 





So long as the copper lasts, | 
If it weretwenty- | 
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: . 1 am not dis 
to pass judgment on the merits or demerits Of their 


claim until we have a report from the Commi 

re _ When that report is bites 
to the Senate, | think I shall be prepgred to _ 
by incontrovertible evidence, that this eontracl he 
not been complied with by the contractors. haa 
the Government should not receive the dock that 
brought against these defaulting contractors - 
non-compliance with their contract. But m 
I remarked before, I do not wish to go in 
cussion of the question until we havea rep 
the Committee on Naval Affairs on the 
That will be the proper time to enter ; 


’ Sir, ag 
lO a dig. 
Ort from 
Bubject, 
DLO the 


the Con. 
tractors. 

Mr. MALLORY. I have a few words to g, 

It will be well enough to be, 
in mind that this dock was all paid for under the 
last Administration, under an opinion of the At 
torney General, that the United States were to 
find water. 

Mr. MORTON. Will my colleague suffer m 
to interrupt him for a moment? 

Mr. MALLORY. Certainly. 

Mr, MORTON. The amount was paid unde, 
the last Administration I admit. I make jo 
charge against any Administration. I woul 
scorn, as a Senator on, this floor, to pursue a course 
towards one Administration which 1 would yo; 
towards, another. The contractors presented q 
hypothetical case to the Attorney General, and 


|| upon that hypothetical case they obtained his opin. 


ion. There was not water enough, as I under. 
stand, at Philadelphia, and the contractors re. 
ported that there was not water enough at Pensa. 
cola also; and the Department submitted the joint 
question to the Attorney General, whether the 


| contractors should deepen the entrance into the 


basin, or whether the Government should make 
the necessary dredgings and excavations? Upon 
that hypothetical case, the Attorney General gave 
the opinion that it was the duty of the Government, 
_and not of the contractors, to furnish the neces. 
| sary depth of water, as the basin had been located 
on the site designated by the Government. But, 
| sir, when your board ol optnenigalaats examined 
| into the matter, what did they report? In contra. 
| 


| diction of what had been stated to the Department 
by the contractors, the board of commissioners 
reported that there was sufficient water immedi- 
| Mely outside this dock-basin, at Pensacola, to 
| float any vessel that could pass the bar of Pensa- 
cola; that there were twenty-four or twenty-six 
| feet of water there. 
| My colleague was mistaken in his first remarks 
in one point. Hespokeof the curving of the dock 
| by the frigate being taken onit. It 1s true it was 
thrown out of line some nineteen inches, I be- 
lieve. The fault was not in floating anywhere 
| outside the basin; but the contractors had obii- 
gated themselves to furnish ten feet of water 
_ within the basin; and, upon an admeasurement of 
| the water in the basin, there was found to be only 
| nine feet ten inches there. There was not water 
| sufficient in the dock-basin to float the dock with 
| the frigate on it. If my colleague will examine 
| the report of the commissioners, he will find that 
_ there was no complaint whatever on the part of 
the contractors that there was not sufficient wa- 
_ter outside the basin; but there was not water 
| enough in the sill or gate of the basin to float the 
dock in; and neither was there sufficient water 
_within the basin to sustain the dock with the 
| frigate on board, when there. 
_ Sir, itis perfectly unnecessary, and a wasteful 
expenditure of money, to construct this deep basin, 
as there is now sufficient water there; and [ shall, 
therefore, vote for the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania; but I do pore 
that, in liberality to the Peneacat navy-yard, he 
will not pro a reduction of the appropriation 
for that yard. Taking it in the gross, it is not, 
perhaps, equal to the estimate for a permanent 
wharf there; and every dollar of the appropriation 
can be sdpeatagsouels expended in its construc: 
tion. It is not equal, I believe, to the estimate 
sent in by the engineers for the continuation of 
that permanent wharf. It is the only work ever 
commenced in that navy-yard.worthy of the Gov- 
"ernment which constructed it, and I hope it will 
be allowed to go on. 


1954. 
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: Mr MALLORY. 1 was going on to say, i contract. 


ron my colleague interrupted me with his *‘ one 
i’? that these contractors. were paid under the 
of { dministration by a ruling of the Attorney 
ey eral that, although the contractors were to find 
ys oe the United States were to find the water, 
g of as United States had not found the water; 
pe the dock was there, the Department paid the 
#09 (100. However erroneous that ruling may 
r ech is the naked fact. The contractors have 
he money, and the dock is moored at Pensacola. 
if the dock can get into the basin, it will be as 
ofa) as every other dock; and they are scattered 


yselul 


ver the coast from Kittery to New Orleans. This 
jock is universally used throughout the country. 
1, ve very useful, but it needs the basin, 
“vr, TOOMBS. Does the gentleman say that 
» dock, with the basin and railway, was ever 
ysed by anybody but this Government? , 
“Mr. MALLORY. The dock needs a basin. 
Mr. TOOMBS. 
body but the Government ever was fool enough to 
we this dock with the basin and railway ? 
“Vir. MALLORY. I say this dock is being used 
.i| over the United States, and ships are docked in 
pa while we are talking about it. 
"Mr. TOOMBS. My question is, whether it has 
been used in connection with the railway and basin 


by anybody in the world except thisGovernment? | 


‘Mr. MALLORY. The railway, the gentleman 
must know, has no connection with the dock and 
hain. ‘The railway is simply a convenience to 
enable you to repair more ships than one at the 
same time. If you have one ship in the dock, 
without a railway, you cannot repair more than 
that one at a time; but witha railway, you may 
reoaira largenumberatonce. Now, the question 
is not whether the basin and railway are entirely 
superfluous, but the question for the country to 
determine is, whether they will abandon this dock 
and basin, for which they have paid $1,000,000, 
or whether they will make it available and useful 
by this further expefditure? 

‘Lagree with my colleague and the Senator from 


Pennsylvania, that there are features about these || 
dock contracts which none of us approve; but || 


the contractors have got the money, and [ venture 
the opinion that if suit be brought on the bonds 
—and | almost know that the Secretary has de- 
termined to do it—it will end in nothing; but we 
shall still have the.dock on our hands. Instead of 


allowing it to deteriorate, why not expend this | 


small sum of money which will make it available 
and useful? It will enable the dock to be got into 
the basin, and then you can use it. 


regard for the opinion of my- colleague on this | 
matter; but | have much greater regard for my | 


own; because | have inspected ships and docks, 
and | have seen many a ship docked in precisely 
such adock as‘this; and I can see, as it were, be- 


foreme now, the identical difficulty which is in | 


the way. 
Mr. BENJAMIN. I wish to ask the Senator 
from Florida will this appropriation complete the 


work, or only begin it?) Wall thie finigh the dock | 


so that it can be used ? 


Mr. MALLORY, I hold that this appropria- 


tion will enable us to dock a frigate immediately; | 


and! think, without it, you will never be able to 
dock a ship there at all. That is my Position. 
Mr.MORTON. Mr, President, it is very sel- 
dom that Loceupy the attention of the Senate; but 
as this is a local matter in which [ feel asreponsi- 
bility to my constituents in opposing an item for 


my own State, I beg leave to say a few words | 


further. 
lam in @vor of the amendment of the Senator 


from Pennsylvania, for the simple reason that this | 
deep basin is perfectly unnecessary. We have the | 


evidence of competent naval officers that there is 
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I wish to know whether any- | 


I have great || 
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Now, if you add to the height of the || given usa place fora dock basin and railway, with- 
| wall of the basin, you will not get an additional || out any of those appliances. There are four or five 
inch of water in that basin. How, then, can my || places in the United States where we need navy- 
| colleague say that by raising this wall, or making yards; and although, as the head of the Naval Com- 
| this basin—when you have now twenty-four | mittee, I sustain all the navy-yards, | be#eve in 
| feet of water, by expending money to give you || a great deal of what the Senator from Maryland 
thirty or forty feet—it will enable you to take the || said this morning, and I think the time is rapidly 
dock into the basin, which has only nine feet ten | approaching when we should consider whether we 
inches of water over its gate? Everybody knows || ought not to abandon some of them, and retain 
that water seeks its own level. You may raise a those at proper locations where they are really 
wall around it as high as you please, and it will | useful. 
not add a fragment of an inch to the depth of the I undertake to say this dock in the waters in 
water in the basin. California will be eminently useful to the country. 
My colleague spoke of the opinion of the At- || We wanta dock, basin, and railway there. The 
torney General. [| am no lawyer, but [ have no || contract to which the Senator from Georgia al- 
hesitancy in saying that the opinion of the At- | luded has been made in accordance with law, and 
torney General was perfectly correct on the case | in accordance with the public necessities of that 
| presented to him. The simple case presented || section of the country. We shal! never hear of 
| to him was, should the contractors or the Gov- | the Government doing this, that, and the other, 
ernment furnish the water outside the basin to | tv make a navy-yard there. God Almighty has 
| bring thedock to the gate of the basin. The At- || made it. It is unnecessary to dredge, as you are 
| torney General unhesitatingly decided that the | doing atall your navy-yards, except three or four. 
Government was bound to furnish the water, as | Look at this appropriation bill, and you find that 
| it had fixed on the site for the basin? The De- || you appropriate for dredging at Washington, at 
partment submitted that question to the Attorney Philadelphia, at Pensacola,and various other navy- 
General, but there was no evidence that there was | yards. I could refer to some—but | do not wish 
not sufficient water outside the bastn to float the || to discriminate—whiech were never intended for 
dock into the basin. There was nothing but the | the purposes to which they have been applied. 
statement of the contractors themselves. Onthat || New York, Boston, Norfolk, and San Francisco, 
hypothetical case, submitted tothe Attorney Gen- |, are the points which nature has made for our great 
eral, he gave his opinion. Subsequently, when || navy-yards, and for the docking of vessels. The 
the Government appointed a board of officers and || old stone docks were very fine things in their time, 
| engineers to examine into the whole matter, they | before steam was discovered; but, In my opinion, 
reported that there was sufficient water without || another stone dock will never be built in this or in 
the gate of this basin to float the dock tothe basin, any other country. That, however, fs entirely 
| but that there was not enough water over the sill immaterial to the point in issue. All 1 want to 
| of the basin and in the basin itself to float the | do is to state the facts as they are. If the Senator 
dock with a frigate on board. from Florida is for striking out, I have no objec- 
Mr.GWIN. Mr. President, as the Senator | tion to its being done. 
| from Florida [Mr. Morton] wishes the motion Mr. TOOMBS. I think this motion to strike 
to strike out to prevail, of course | shall not ob- || out is eminently proper. I have a few remarks 
ject. The only effect is to render it impossible for || to make upon it in reply to the Senator from Cali- 
the Government ever to repair a ship at his navy- | fornia. hen these people came here enght or 
ard, or to use this dock in any way whatever. || ten years ago, they asked for contracts for three 
Phat, however, isa local matter, for the consid- |! docks—one at Kittery, one at Philadelphia, and 
eration of the honorable Senator and his State. the otherat Pensacola. There was a great strug- 
Mr. MORTON. You will never repair a ves- || gle about it; but finally they got the contracts. 
sel with the dock. They said there was plenty of water at all the 
Mr. GWIN. That is the Senator’s opinion. || places, and that they were very fit places to build 
The Senator has been led into error in regard to || these docks, railways, and basins. They went 
| the insufficiency of the dock and the violation of || on and builtthem. | suppose the report of the 
the contract, by the report of the board of officers | examination of the docks depends very much on 
to which he‘has so often referred. Now, lL under- | those who examine them. If have not heard any- 
take to say that that report is as completely cut || thing in reference to the Kittery dock. I have 
|| to pieces-by the answer of the contractors as any | examined the report of the board that examined 
| document ever was in the history of this country; || the Pensacola dock, which the Senator from Cali- 
| and if the Senator from Florida and the Senator || fornia says has been triumphantly answered. The 
from Pennsylvania will withdraw their objections || board was composed of Commodore Tatnall, of 
to the publication of that document, we shall see || the Navy, Major Chase, of the Army, Mr. Her- 
both sides without having long speeches on the || ron, an eminent Civil Engineer of the Navy, who 
subject. This morning | proposed to discharge || took down all the’testimony, and Mr. Hartt, the 
the committee, and have that document published, || chief naval constructor of the United States. 
that we might seethe other side of the question || Their report, accompanied by all! the testimony 
as well as one which has been so often and elab- || and facts, is before us. The statement of the 


'| orately diseussed here; but the Senator from Penn- || contractors is utterly denied by the board. They 
| sylvania objected to it. '| refused to receive the dock, because it wae faulty 
Mr. BRODHEAD. 


I did object to discharging || in principle and construction. That is the report 
the committee and printing the document referred || made by the commission sent to examine the 
|| to, because the committee had not taken any action | work; and after all the evasions of the contractors 

upon it. We had not time to examine itand make || disclosed in the aay they came here and 
a report; why, then, discharge the committee and || demanded the money. They alleged that the dif- 
|| publish the document? || ficulty was owing & a deficiency of water, and 
|| Mr. GWEN. It could very easily be referred | they referred it to the Attorney General to say 

to the committee next winter, and examined, and || whether, under their contract, there must not bea 
reported on by them. Is the gentleman afraid to || sufficiency of water. He said there must be, and 
|| see it in print? I undertake to say that the facts | then the money was paid to them. This commis- 
|| and arguments presented by the contractors de- || sion, however, tell us that was not the difficulty. 








fend themselves abundantly against every charge || The ship they attempted to dock was not more 
'| brought against them. The whole difficulty, and | than two thirds the size required by the contract. 
|| the only difficulty, is, that at the navy-yard at || One was aship-of-war; the otherafrigate. These 


sufficient depth of water at Pensacola now, withovt || Pensacola, and :he navy-yard at Philadelphia, we || parties were paid in the face of the report of this 


‘ny such expenditure as this. I am opposed to 
the expenditure for raising the walls of the dock 
basin, for the reason that the board of officers ap- 
pointed to examine and inspect it reported that 


there was not sufficient water within the basin to || but these are the docks which always will be used i 

|| in alltime to come. They are u 
peaditure of this money for raising the walls of the || mercial marine; and all the docks which will be built | 
asin will not give you an inch, or a fragment of || in future will be on this plan. In regard to the basin || 


float the dock with a frigate on it; and the ex- 


an inch, additional water in the basin. 


ard, composed of Navy and Army officers and || no doubt it will succeed; and so far as that is con- 
engineers, reported to the Department that there || cerned—I speak of my own country—we wish to 
= not sufficient depth of water in the basin, and || have it. There we donot wantany deepening of the | 


| ought never to have provided these docks at all. || commission. 


i 


It is a very different thing in otherlocations. I un- |; Mr.GWIN. 


Will the Senator tell me whether 


| dertake to say that, in the history of civilized na- || any one of those officers, except one, ever before 


tions, you will never again see a stone dock built; || saw a ship docked ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. I suppose Commodore Tat- 
nall did; he has been in the Navy all his life. 

Mr. GWIN. No, sir, he never did. 

Mr. TOOMBS, I should consider that rather 


by the com- | 


That || and railway, that may bean experiment, but lhave | strange. 
Mr.GWIN. It is so asserted, and it seems to 
be very well proved. 
Mr. TOOMBS. These officers were sent for 


that the contractors had not complied with the |! water. Nature has given us water enough, and has | the purpose of examining this dock. The com- 
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mission was composed of some of the most scien-|| An act for the relief of W. D. Porter, of the 


tific officers in your Army and Navy, and I am 
disposed to believe what they say. The con- 
tractors made one excuse after another. They 
said there was not sufficient depth of water at Pen- 
The commission, after the most accurate 
measurements, were unanimous that there was an 
abundance of water to dock that ship; so that the 
fault must be in the dock. Yet Senators now talk 
of that report being cut to pieces. 

But, sir, | got upchiefly for the purpose of saying 
this: These men first got a contract for making 
three docks, and they started at the price of $300 ,000 
apiece; but they have carried the cost up to nearly 
three millions of dollars. They then built a dock 
in California for over $500,000; and they got an 
act passed at the last session of Congress author- 
izing the Secretary of the Navy, if he thought the 
public necessity required it, to make a contract 
for a basin and railway atSan Francisco. In the 
face of the report of the board of commissioners, 
these people got $993,000 for the Pensacola dock; 
and according to the intimation of the Senator 
from Florida, with a straw bond, whereas it is 
faulty in principle and construction. If the Sec- 
retary of the Navy has made such a contract as 
the Senator from California says, for a basin and 
railway at San Francisco, his conduct ought to 
be investigated, and I will take an early opportu- 
nity at the next session to cause an inquiry into 
his conduct in that respect. 

Mr. GWIN. lundertake to say that whenever 
the Senator invites the investigation, the Secretary 
will be ready to meet him. He has executed the | 
law, and he is not afraid to meet any responsibility | 
that results from his action. I was one who ad- | 
vised and urged him to do it, and I know he did 
his duty. 

Mr. MORTON. Mr. President, I am not dis- 
posed to protract the discussion, but I must make 
one remark in reply to my friend from California. 
He boasts of having in California sufficient water 
for the construction of adock without any outside | 
appliances. I put up the same claim for the Bay | 
of Pensacola. say we have there sufficient water | 
for the construction of a basin, and the floating of | 
a dock withoutany of theseartificial appliances of 
scows, dredging, or anything of the kind, 

The Senator also said that the report of the 
board of commissioners was riddled—lI think that 
was the term he used—by the response of these 
contractors to the naval committee. I have not | 
had an opportunity to read that response. 
only say that, from the report of the veny Depart- 
ment, and from the report of this board of com- 
missioners to the Navy Department, the evidence | 
is clear and conclusive to my mind, and must be | 
to every one who looks at those reports, that the | 


Bac ola 


contractors have not complied with, but have sig- || 


nally failed in, their contract. What evidence 
they have produced I know not; but I should rely 
upon the opinion of such men as those who com- 
posed this board—Captain Tattnall, who has 
spent forty years of his life in the Navy of his 
country, one of the first contractors attached to 
the Navy, an engineer of distinction attached to 
the Army, and also one superintending the works 
at Pensacola—as to the efficiency of this work 
much sooner than I would on the statement of 
the contractors. 

Mr. GWIN. The facts and the law will de- 
termine the case. Any man’s statement is not 
worth a cent unless sustained by the facts. 

Mr. BRODHEAD. My amendment is merely 
to strike out the words ‘continuation of deep 
basin, raising walls of dock basin,’’ and does not 
affect the appropriation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

A message was received from the House of! 

Representatives, by Mr. McKean, Chief Clerk, | 

announcing that the Speaker had signed the fol-| 
lowing enrolled bills and joint resolution: 

An act making appropriations for fortifications, 





I can | 


| United States Navy; 


An act to provide a pension for James K. | 


Welch; 

An act for the relief of James M. Lewis; 

An act for the relief of James Walsh; 

An act for the relief of Jesse R. Faulkner, of 
Missouri; 

An act for the further relief of Albro Tripp; 

An act for the relief of Charlotte S. Westcott; 

An act for the relief of John McVea, and John 
F. McKneely, of Louisiana; 

Anact forthe relief of Rebecca Baggerley, widow 
of David Baggerley, deceased; 

An act for the relief of Mary H. Cushing; 

An act for the relief of the civil township of 
Marion, in the county of Mercer, Ohio; 

An act for the relief of William H. Weirich, 

An act for the relief of Joseph McMinn; 

An act for the relief of John Frink; and 


Joint resolution directing the accounting officers | 


of the Treasury to adjust the account of William 
Woodbury, late pension agent at Portland, Maine. 

The President pro tempore thereupon signed 
the above-named bills and joint resolution. 


MINNESOTA LAND BILL. 


The message also announced that the House of 


Representatives had passed a resolution suspend- 
ing the 16th joint rule, so far as related to House 
bill ** to repeal theact to aid the Territory of Min- 
nesota in the construction of a railroad therein,’’ 
in which they requested the coneurrence of the 


Senate, in order to allow the bill to be transmitted | 


to the Senate to-day. 
The Senate proceeded to consider the resolu- 
tion, and concurred therein, 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 


continued the consideration of the naval appro- | 


priation bill. 
Mr. RUSK. I moveto amend the bill by adding 


the following as an additional section: 
Src. —. 


United States be, and they are hereby, so far modified as 


to authorize the President to incorporate into the naval ser- | 
vice of the United States the surviving officers of the late | 


Texas Navy, who were duly commissioned and in the ser- 
vice of said Republic at the time of its annexation to the 


| United States: Provided, ‘That the number of officers tobe || 


incorporated shall not exceed eight. 


| Mr. PEARCE called for the yeas and nays on 
| thisamendment; and they were ordered. 

Mr. RUSK, 
time of the Senate, and | know that there is an 
indisposition to amend the naval appropriation 
bill by adding anything which may cause discus- 
sion in the House. | struggled to get up this 
measure asa separate bill. 1 introduced it at an 
early part of the session, and | would have 
brought it before the Senate as a separate bill if it 
had been in my power to do so. I will now beas 
brief as it 1s possible for me to be in explaining 


| the amendment which I have offered, and the || 


| reasons why | think it ought to be adopted. It 
| becomes necessary, owing to different constructions 
| being placed by ‘Texas and the United States thus 
| far, on a rather ambiguous term contained in the 
| joint resolutions of annexation. The second section 
| of these resolutions declares: ‘* Said State when 
| admitted into the Union, after ceding to the United 
| States all public edifices, fortifications, barracks, 
| ports, avd harbors, navy and navy-yards, docks, 

magazines, arms,armaments,’’&c. Texas placed 
| on this language the construction that it intended 
| to provide for the officers of the Texas navy, that 
| under the usual acceptation of the term ‘ navy,”’ 
| she is entitled to have the officers of her navy in- 

corporated into the Navy of the United States. 
| have not the slightest doubt that such is the true 
| construction of the language, and | think it is in- 

justice on the part of the United States that they 

have not placed that construction upon it. The 
| joint resolutions after they were adopted by Con- 

gress, were sent to Texas by a minister from this 
country, and he urged them upon our acceptance. 


and other works of defense, and for repairs o/|, Amongst other things which he said in urging 


barracks and quarters, for the year ending the 
30th of June, 1855; 

An act for the relief of Henry N. Halsted; 

An act for the relief of Benjamin Hammond, of 
the State of New York; 

An act for the relief of Henry J. Snow, of 
Rome, in the State of New York; 


| them was this. (I read froma letter of Mr. Donel- 


son, of June 15, 1845, to Mr. Allen, then Secre- | 


tary of State of Texas:) 


‘* Texas should rely on that high sense of honor and 
magnanimity which governs both the people and the repre- 
sentatives of the United States, and to secure to her all 
that she can reasonably desire to place her on an equal 
footing with the other members of the Union.” 


ind be it further enacted, That the existing || 
laws limiting the number of officers in the Navy of the | 


I know the great value of the | 








‘| Such is the language which he used to ing... 
t 
Texas to accept the terms of the joint settle 
of annexation. The very convention which. 
_ cepted those terms and formed the constity, at 
the State so construed them. Ona etition s 
sented to that convention by Commodore ao 
a committee were appointed who, in their taper 
to the convention, cere a resolution that w.. 
unanimously adopted, urging upon the Uni:,; 
States that the navy of Texas should be See 
porated into that of the United States. Tha: on 
the action of the convention of Texas on thes, b. 
ject of her navy, under the propositions of the 
Congress of the United States presented by he 
Minister, who urged the acceptance of these prop 
ositions on Texas. The Legislature of Texas 
the 29th of February, 1848, adopted this joins 
resolution on the subject: 


‘* Whereas there were connected with the great measy 
of our annexation to the Confederacy of which we are oe 
a member, various reciprocal rights and conditions S 
scribed by the terms thereof, as well as others clearly 
|| implied, and fairly deducible from the same, ali of Which 

Texas has on her part fully and completely redeemed - 

** And whereas it is the opinion of this Legislature thy, 
|| the officers of our late navy, by a liberal and jusi, jf jo, 
| by astrictly legal construction of the terms of annexation 
should be incorporated into the Navy of the United Stayo«’ 
in their several ranks, and that they are justly entitled ;, 
the same, as well from the construction here claimed i 
from their high characters, personal and professional, yy, 
|| the zeal, fidelity, patrictism, and valor with which thoy 

sustained the cause of their country, while its navy was 

in existence: therefore, F 
“Sec. 1. Beit resolved by the Legislature of the State 9 
| Texas, That our Senators are hereby instructed, and oy, 

Representatives in Congress requested, to use their infiy. 

ence to procure the passage of a law by the Congress of 

the United States, incorporating the officers of the |a1 

navy of Texas into the Navy of the United States, jy 
|| the rank which they severally held in the late navy of 
|| Texas. 7 
‘“Sec.2. Be it further resolved, That the Governor be 
| requested to cause copies of this joint resolution to be jy). 

mediately forwarded to each of our Senators and Repre. 
|| sentatives in Congress.’? 


|| In February, 1952, they passed a similar reso- 
|| lution, in these words: 


‘* Whereas there were connected with the great measure 
of annexation to the Confederney of which we are now, 
member, various reciprocal rights and conditions, preseribed 
by the terms thereof, as well as others clearly implied and 
fairly deducible from the same, all of which Texas has oy 
| her part fully and completely redeemed ; and whereas it is 
the opinion of this Legislature, that the officers of our \aie 
navy, by a liberal and just construction of the terms of ay- 
nexation, should be incorporated into the Navy of the United 
States in their several ranks, and that they are justly en|i 

| tled to the same, as well from the construction here claimed, 
| as from their high characters, personal and profession, 

and the zeal, fidelity, patriotism, and valor with which t\ey 
|| sustained the cause of their country during her struggle for 
|| independence ; therefore, 

“Sec. 1. Beit resolved by the Legislature of the State of 
Texas, That our Senatora are hereby instructed, and our 
Representatives in Congress requested, to use their influence 
to procure the passage of a law by the Congress of the Uui- 

| ted States, incorporating the officers of the late navy of 
|| Texas into the Navy of the United States, inthe rank which 
| they severally held in the late navy of Texas. 

| “Sec, 2. Be it further resolved, That the Governor be 
| requested to cause copies of this joint resolution to be imme 
diately forwarded to the President of the United States, and 
|| to each of our Senators and Representatives in Congress.” 


|| Here, then, sir, is the construction which Texas 
| has placed-upon the term ‘ navy,” as used in the 
| joint resolutions of annexation. It has been con- 
| tended by some, that because the word “cede” 
‘| immediately precedes the use of the several terms 
| found togetper, in the section of the joint resolv- 
| tions from which I read, the officers, the personne! 
| of the navy, were not intended to be included. 
| Now, is not this a mere quibble? When we 
|, speak of the British navy, what do we mean? 
| No man supposes that in talking of the Briush 
| navy and its efficiency, we mean nothing but tne 
ships and armaments, and leave the gpen out of 
| view altogether. When we speak oF the Navy 


I | of the United States, do you exclude your officer’ 


| I say, then, that according to the usual accép'2 
| tion of language, it is putting a strained technical 
construction upon the term “ navy,” to exclule 
| the officers of the Texan navy from entrance 1 
| that of the United States. If the term stood alone 
_ in the joint resolutions, the fair and liberal cov- 
|| struction, as a matter of course, according to (' 
understanding of all mankind, would include ‘he 
| officers. . 
| But the matter is not confined to this view. 
| When these resolutions were presented to Tex, 
and she was asked to accept them, it was admit 
| ted by the representative of this Governme"’ 
| that they were passed in a hurry, that there wert 
|| a great many things not provided for, but wé 
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Pare esured that a gallant nation, such as the | 
were 4 States would put the most liberal con- || 
[ ~ upon the terms of the resolutions; and 
= if any defects existed in them, they would 
wards be remedied by wise, enlightened, and 
here ievislation on the part of the United States 

sect the Representatives from that State 
aie call for it. : 
"When we were first annexed there were quite 
somber of officers who belonged to the Texan 
vy, They have been thinned by death, until 

eight of them remain. They have been pros- 
wine their claim to what they believe their 
ents here during the whole time. The amend- 
oat | have offered proposes not to incorporate 
eat into the Navy of the United States, but so 
» amend the law as to authorize the President to 
“clude them in the Navy, if he thinks proper. It 
;. left, in the first place, in the discretion of the 
Deesident of the United States to ascertain who 
velonged to the Texan navy, and, according to 
nis judgment, to recommend them to the Senate, 
as he does all other officers, for confirmation. 

Sir, when the proposition ts reduced merely to 
chat, | can regard it as nothing but an act of long 
delayed justice. I regret that I have been forced 
1 oder this proposition at so late a period of the 
cession. | know that the Senate listen to me at 
cych a time With great impatience. I know there 
‘s much to be done between this time and the close 
of thesession. It has not been my fault however, 
chat | am forced into this late hour. I regret that, 
inder such circumstances, [ cannot go more fully 
nto the subject, and support the proposition at 
ength; for it is a case which I believe to be just. 
| believe it is a right of the State of Texas due 
from the United States on every principle of jus- 


tice. 

Mr.GWIN. All I haveto say in regard to 
the question now before the Senate is, that the 
Naval Committee of the Senate, to whom a bill 
was referred, in the very language of the amend- 
ment now offered by the Senator from Texas, 
afer full deliberation, unanimously reported 
against it. It has been fully discussed heretofore, 
and rejected by the Senate. I ask for a vote upon 


ibe 

Mr. PRATT. I have no doubt, sir, that the 
oficers named in the amendment introduced by 
the Senator from Texas are entitled to some claim 
upon the Federal Government. 1 do not think, || 
however, that we have the right to put them over | 
the officers now in our Navy, as would be done 
by the adoption of the proposed amendment. I |, 
intimated at the last session, when the subject was 
before the Senate, the course which | was willing 
w pursue. I think itis the only one which will 
ever be adopted for the purpose of doing justice to 
these gentlemen as far as itis in our power. That 
course is to give them the pay to which they 
would be entitled if they had been in the Navy 
from the time of annexation to this period. 1| 
would not put them in our Navy so as to interfere 
with the rank of the officers in our service; but I 
think we should compensate them in money, which 
is the utmost we can do, in my judgment, for the 
rights which they certainly had under the articles | 
of annexation, I have no doubt that, by the res- 
olutions of annexation, they had a right to expect 
that they would be incorporated into the Navy. 
If they had been incorporated at that time, there 
would have been few living now who would have 
been prejudiced by the act; but if they are put 


back into the Navy now with the rank which they || 


would have had if they had remained in it ever | 
since, almost all our own officers would be injured 
by it, and they would have a just right to complain. | 
A great injury would result to the service. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Mr. President, I 
need not express my regret at finding myself com- 
pelled, at this late hour of the session, te trespass 
on the time of the Senate; but with my views of 
Justice, and the demands of friendship, if this 
were the last hour of the session, | should feel it 
my duty to ask the indulgence of the Senate while 

vindicate, as briefly as | may, the character and 
reputation of a friend. In the remarks which | 
intend to make, [ shall have nothing to do with 
the personal controversy of any genUeman in the 
Senate or out of the Senate. With the private and 
perspnal relations of gentlemen I have nothing to 
do. They are always presumed to be competent | 
to adjust their own affairs, in their own way. |, 

ut, sir, with the public records of the country I ' 


| Texan navy. 








have something todo. When | am called upon | 
to vote, under ail the responsibilities that attach to 
me as an American Senator, | have a right to 


i oquire, and to consider, what I am about to vote 


upon; and f shail exercise that right fully, freely, 
aud independently. 

The first question for your consideration, sir, 
and for mine, is, whether the surviving officers of 
of the Texan navy shall be inc irporated ito the 
Navy of the United States? That is the great 
question which Senators have to determine for 
themselves; and it does seem to me that every 
Senator on this floor ought to teel himself bound 
lo examine the quesiion fairly and imparually for 
himself, so that he may render a just verdict for 
his country, and for the citizens living under its 
Government. 

By the terms of annexation between the Gov- | 
ernment of the United States and the late Republic 
of Texas, it was stipulated that the navy of 
Texas should be transferred to the Government 
of the United States. What, sir, do you mean 
by a navy? Do you mean its vessels, its muni- 
tions of war,and do you exclude us men? If 
you mean thal, then upon a technical construction 
of the terms of annexation, you may exclude the 
officers of the Texas navy; but, according to | 
every Just interpretation, il seems to me that the 
terms of annexation intended and contemplated 
that the officers of the Texan navy should go 
with the navy. | am very well aware, sir, that 
the Supreme Court of the United States has de- 
cided that, under the terms of annexation between 
the two Republics, the Government of the United 
States is not bound to receive the officers of the 
Texas navy. {| am wilitng to bow with the pro- 
foundest deference and respect to the opinious of 
that tribunal. ‘he question, however, went there 
by indirecuon. Lt was not directly presented to | 
the Court; but | am free to declare that they an- 
nounced that, by the terms of annexation, we | 
were not bound to receive the‘officers of the navy | 
as partof the navy itself. That was the decision | 
in the case of Brashear, which weat up to the | 
Supreme Court on a mandamus which had been | 
issued Lo require this Government to pay him | 
his salary. ‘I'he Court undertook to decide that | 
quesuon, and decided itas | have stated. That, | 
sir, 18 not thequestion forus todecide. We have | 
as much right (o construe the terms of angexation | 
as the Supreme Court. I grant, when their de- 
cision is made, we are bound by it; and therefore, 
1 admit, we are not compelled, under a strict inter- 
pretation of the terms of anneXativn, to accept 
the officers of the Texas navy with the navy 
itself. 

Mr. RUSK. Let me say to the Senator from 
Tennessee, that the decision of the Supreme Court 
was upon an application by Mr. Brashear, con- 
tending that, by annexation, he was, without fur- 
ther action, attached to the Navy of the United 
States. The Supreme Court decided only that 
the act of annexation did not of itself, without 
further legislation, bring in the officers of the 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Sol understand; 
and if 1 was not fortunate enough to convey my 





idea distinctly, [ am sorry for it; but that is what 
I meant to say. Sir,as | have said, there is a 
question for the Senate to decide for themselves 
which is outside the technicalities of the law. 
There is a question of justice, a question of fair- 
ness, a question of magnanimity tor the Senate to 
decide. ! apprehend no man on this floor will un- 
dertake to say that we have not the right and the 
power to incorporate this remnant of the Texan 
navy into the American Navy. Then, if we 


| have the power to do it, the question arises, shall 
| we exercise that power? 


Are we under obliga- 
tions of fairness, of justice, liberality, and mag- 
nanimity, required to exercise that power? It is 
upon that point | plant myself, and there | hope 
to stand, and there | hope to be enabled to con- 
vince horfdrabie Senators that they may, and that 
they ought to do this, without a violation of any 
principle, or an infringement of the right of any 
American citizen? 

Now, sir, what objection is urged to this? It 
is said, that if we incorporate the officers of the 
Texan navy into the Navy of the United States, | 
we shall be violating the rights and privileges of 
the officers of our own Navy. Sir,if | know my | 
own heart, | shou!d be one of the last men in the | 
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Government; and least of al! should I be inclined 
to supersede any man either in the Army or in 
the Navy, or in any way abridge his rights, or in 
any degree trespass upon a single privilege which 
he enjoys under the Government. But, suppose 
you incorporate these eight men into the Navy of 
the United States, what wrong do you inflict upon 
any man in your Navy? Do you take from any 
man in the Navy an jtota of power and position 
which he now enjoys? Notatall. Do you obstruct 
a single man in the Navy in his progress to ad- 
vancement? Notatall. So far from postponing 
his advance, you increase it by increasing the 
number of chances for his promotion. You add 
one additional captain to your Navy, and thereby 
you add to the chances of all who are seeking pro- 
motion, by death, resignation, or otherwise; you 
increase the chances of every officer to that extent, 
and thus you advance the interests of the officers 
of the Navy. Ah, but it is said, you bring into 
the Navy of the United States a man who once 
belonged to it, but who has joined another Gov- 
ernment, and that you put him back into the Navy 
in a position which he would not have been enti- 
tled to occupy if he had remained in your Navy; 
and this is said to be a crying injustice. Well, 
sir,as | understand, but one man of the eight now 
seeking to be incorporated into the Navy of the 
United States ever belonged to your Navy, and 
that one is Commodore Moore. You object to 
incorporating him into your Navy with the posi- 
tron which he held in the navy of Texas, because 
you say it would be an act of injustice to those 
now in the Navy. 

I am willing to put it on the ground that Com- 
modore Moore has seen more sea service than 
four fifths of the men in the American Navy who 
claim priority of rank over him. But, suppose the 
fact to be as you imagine it, what wrong do you 
do to them?. Here wasa man who served credit- 
ably to himself, and honorably to his Govern- 
ment, without one stain upon his character, for 
fourteen long years, in the American Navy. He 
found a sister Republic struggling for her liverties. 
Many of the officers of your Navy were luxuria- 
ting at home upon leave of absence. This officer, 
seeing a Republic struggling for its liberty, under 
the generous and noble impulses of the American 
heart, determined to go and cast his fortunes with 


| that struggling Republic forthe rights of universal 


| liberty. 


He left your Navy and joined that; and 
When the two éountries are annexed, and all the 
rights, powers, and privileges of theone are merged 


| in the other, he comes forward and asks that he 


may retain in this Government the position which 
he occupied in the Government which was ceded 
to you. Heis told: **Oh,thisis very wrong; you 


| left your own country and went and enlisted under 


the star of another, and foreign Government,’’ and 


| thatis set down to the detriment of thisman. How 
consistent are we? How just are we? Why, sir, 


| illustrious compeers. 


| praise, and thanksgiving. 


we may turn back to the history of our own coun- 
try and see illustrious examples directly in point 
when we call upon the names of Lafayette and his 
They rendered assistance 
to us in our darkest days of trial, and our people 
render them the highest homage of gratitude, and 
Why is this? It is 
because Lafayette left his own Government and 
came here to enlist under the banner of a feeble 
people, struggling for liberty and self-government. 


| ‘The nation’s gratitude is poured out to him. 
g P 


Here, however, a man doing precisely the same 
thing, increased only by the consideratior thia@he 
was going to fight the battles of his own country- 
men who were flesh of his flesh, bone of his bone, 
and kindred of his kindred, it is said, is not entitled 
to the gratitude or the thanks of this Government 
when your statute-book is filled with demonstra- 


| tions of the nation’s gratitude for men who per- 
| formed precisely the same service, 


But, Mr. President, suppose you incorporate 
this remnant of the Texan navy into the Amer- 


| ian Navy. You do no wrong; you do no injus- 
| tice; you deprive no man of his rank; you de- 
| prive no man of his chances of promotion; you 


| simply add this number ta your Navy. 


is that 
anything new underthe sun? Is it anything new 
in the history of this Government? Why, sir, 
your statute-book ie literally filled with such 
cases. Have you not gone into the ranks of pri- 
vate life, and put men into yourArmy? Take 
the case of the distinguished Senator from Illinois, 


world to treneh upon the rights of any man in this || (Mr, Saigios.}) He was taken from the walke 
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of private life and made a general. So with the 
President of the United States. He was taken 
from private life and made a general. I might go 
on with an interminable list of such cases in the 
Army. You have done the same thing in the 
Navy. I will refer to one case. You took a 
French officer, and incorporated him into the 
American Navy into the same position which he 
had held in the French Navy: 

“The marine committee, to whom was referred the 
letter from Baron Steuben, recommending Captain Lan- 
dais, report, that they have had a conference with Captain 
Landais; that he produced brevet commissions of his being 
a lieutenant and captain in the navy of France, also a Con- 
tinental commission, dated March 1, 1777, appointing him 
captain of the ship Reureaux, or Flammand, which com 
mission is accompanied with a letter from Silas Deane, 
Fac P ” . * * ° . 

ri That Mr. Deane, in letters to the marine committee, 
recommends Mr, Landais in the strongest terms.’’ * * 

*€ Resolved, That Captain Landais be continued as acap 
tain in the Navy ofthe United States.’’—Journals of Con- 
gress, A. D., V778, p. 547. 

No complaint was made of that. No cry of 
injustice was heard then. That any man in the 
American Navy should be now found raising his 
voice in Opposition to this proposition is a matter 
of astoniviment to me, This proposition is sim- 
ply to increase the Navy by the number of eight 
officere. ‘Thatis all. You are increasing, with- 
out objection, your officers in all the civil depart- 
ments of lifeandin the Army. Why may you 
not incorporate eight men into the Navy of the 
United States without perpetrating an injustice on 
the Navy of the United States ? Are wenot bound, 
as a just and generous people, to do it? When 
you annexed Texas to the Umted States you had 
power, with her consent, to do it. Here were 
two sovereignties combining together to accom- 
plish a great national purpose, the amalgamation 
of two Republics. 
that the little remnant of her gallant navy, which 
helped to secure the liberties of that Republic, the 
benefits of which you and I are enjoying to-day, 
shall be warned loose upon the world, divested of 
their profession at an advanced period of life, to 
seek some new avocation, or to starve and die of 
penury or neglect? Is that compatible with the 
dignity, the magnanimity, the generosity of a lib- 
eral and enlightened people—of a constituency 
such as yours and mine? 

Mr. President, | have not the strength to pro- 
long this debate, and I feel that it would be a tres- 
pass on the Senate to do it; but fhere are a few 
other points on which I must touch before | con- 
clude. Another question for our consideration is, 
whether the men proposed to be incorporated into 
the American Navy are worthy of such incorpo- 
ration? If f believed that a single one of this num- 
ber ware unworthy of association with the officers 
of the American Navy, I should be prepared to 
exclude him and to incorporate the remnant. I 
believe, however, that no charges have been pre- 
ferred against an 
is Commodore Moore. 
have nothing to do with private quarrels between 
him and others; but eo thr as the charges against 
him are of a public character, and connected with 
the records of the country I have and shall have 
something to do. 

It has been alleged that this man is unworthy 
of association with the American Navy, that he 





-has been guilty of deeds which render him ob- 


noxious to the censure of every honorable man, 
and of every patriot. What are the charges 
agtidos®him? One is that he has been guilty of 
murder, Upon what ground is thet charge at- 
tempted to be maintained? I have before me the 
records of the country; I have looked into them, 
and they show the facts which I will state. 

There was a mutiny on board one of the ships 
of the Texan navy, a ship upon which Commo- 
dore Moore was not present, and which he did 
not command. That mutiny occurred in the port 
of New Orleans. The lieutenant of the veggel 
was killed, and two or three of its officers were 


wounded. The men were arrested by the author- || 


ities of New Orleans, and placed in prison. That 
fact was communicated to the vernment of 
Texas, and the President of Texas issued an 
order to the authorities of Louisiana to surrender 
those men who were charged with this mutiny 
and marder, as will be seen by the following au- 
thentic record: 
DevanTMent or Wark anv Marine, 
September 15, 1842. 
Sir: Your communication of the 7th instant, with the 


Now, are we prepared to say | 
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; 1 st i 
accompanying correspondence had between yourself and | 


i 


his Excellency, A. B. Roman, Governor of the State of 


-Louisiana, upon the subject of the detention, by the au- 


thorities of that State, of sundry prisoners, (Texas sea- 
men,) charged with mutiny on board the schooner of war 
San Antonio, while lying in the Mississippi river, in the 
month of February last, and the murder of some of the 
officers of said vessel, at the same time and place, have 


| been laid before his Excetlency, the President, and he has 


the laws of the land will be strictly enforced. 


| order that they may be dealt with in accordance with the | 





of them save one, and that one || 
Awl caid before; Lehall || °2°°%*4- 


| 


| world that the officer who executes the sentence of 





| 
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| 





issued the desired demand or requisition upon his Excel- 
lency, A. B. Roman, which is herewith inclosed. 
Upon the delivery of the prisoners to you, or as soon 
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| one of the officers that it was to take Place, 
| quence of this information, the court have 


August 3, 


— 








of William Barrington, from which you wil} 


| was deeply engaged in the mutiny on board Hn that he 


sed . * San | 
nio; but it also appears in the evidence that he info 


N COnse. 


2 sen p 
| toreceive one hundred lashes with the cats. enced bin 


| to mercy. 


thereafter as the testimony of the witnesses can be pro. || 


cured, you will order a court martial for their trial; in the 
prosecution of which, the regulations of the service and 


(Signed by the Secretary of War and Marine.) 
To E. W. Moore, Esq., 
Post Captain, Commanding Tezras Navy. 


SAM HOUSTON, 

In the name and by the authority of the Republic of 
Texas, to his Exceilency, A. B. Roman, Governor of the 
State of Louisiana, of the United States of America— 
Greeting: By virtue of a communication received from E, 
W. Moore, Esq., commanding the Texas Navy, under 
date of the 7th instant, I am placed in possession of a cor 
respondence between your Excellency and himself, rela- 
tive fo certain individuals, refugees from justice, who are 
charged as mutineers on board the schooner San Antonio, || 
a Texan vessel of war, and as murderers of one of the offi 
cers of said vessel, during the month of February last, then 
in the port of New Orleans. | 

The names of the individuals are Seymour Oswald, T. 
O. Sheplierd, J. Allen, William Barrington, James Hudg- | 
ins, William Simpson, Edward Keener, Benjamin Pom- | 
pity, and Edward Williams, who are now lield as prison- 
ers in the State of Louisiana. | 

Your Excellency is hereby requested (and a respectful 
demand is made) to deliver to Commodore E. W, Moore 
the above-named men, and all who may be implicated, in 


laws which they are charged to have so grossly violated, =| 
Given under my hand and the Great Seal of the Repub- 
lic, at the city of Houston, the 12th day of Septem- 
{u. 6] ber, 1842, and of the Independence of the Republic 
the seventh. SAM HOUSTON. 
Under the order of the Government of Texas, | 
they were surrendered, and an order was issued 
to the commodore to try the men on the charges | 
which were preferred. against them. A’ court | 
martial wasordered. They werearraigned. Coun- | 
sel were employed to defend them. They were | 
tried and convicted. Whatremained for the com- | 
modore todo? Here was a command from the 
President of Texas to the Governor of Louisiana 
to surrender the men, and he did surrender them. 
Here was an order to the commodore for a court 
martialtotry them. A court martial wasordered, 
and they were tried and convicted. What, I ask 
any honorable man, remained for the commodore 
to do, but to execute the law? For executing 
that law he is denounced as a murderer. Will 
you go into your own Navy,and proclaim to the 


a court-martial is a murderer ? ; 
Those men were adjudged to be guilty. No one 
retends to assert that they were not guilty. 


| tion, Commodore Moore read the rules and regulations 





hey were fairly tried. They were condemned. | 
They were executed as they should have been | 
I have the testimony of Mr. Morgan, 
who was appointed by the authorities of Fexas 
to go and control the movements of the vessels | 
which the commodore commanded. He was | 
there upon the day of execution, and he declares | 
that it was conducted with the utmost fairness and | 
liberality, and with the greatest feeling of regret | 
consistent with the honest and faithful execation | 
of a sworn duty; which will appear by the follow- 
ing from the records of the special court ordered 
by the Texas Congress to try Commodore Moore: 


Texas Sioop-or-War Avstin, 
August 18, 1848. 


Commopore E. W. Moore: 

Sir: We, the President and members of the court-mar- 
tial, convened for the trial of Frederick Shepherd and oth- | 
ers, have the honor to transmit to you the accompa nying | 
documents, being a true record of the evidence and miuutes 
of the court. 

Tn discharge of the painful duty and the awful resporsi- 
bilities imposed upon us, we have endeavored to confine 
ourselves strictly to the law governing courts-martial, and 
to the evidence that has been brought before us, and we 
have duly deliberated upon the verdiets returned. 

In the trial of Frederick Shepherd, we are of opinion that 
there is no evidence before the court to prove that he was 
aware that a mutiny was to take place, or that he was in 
a situation to aid or assist in quelling one on the night of 
its occurrence. We have, therefore, found the prisoner 
not guilty, and recommend his discharge. 

Of the prisoners Antonio Landois, James Hudgins, Isaac 
Alien, and William Simpson, we have only to say that we | 
deem the evidence elicited at the trial of each and every 
one of them sufficiently clear and distinct to convict them 
each of the various charges and specifications preferred | 
against them, and we have therefore sentenced them to | 








death. 
We beg to call your attention to the evidence in the case 





Of the evidence in the ease of John W 
ward Keenan, we think it unnecessary to 
ments. Williams, you will find, is strong! 


iliams and E 
make any — 
y recommended 


Very respectfully, &c., 
(Signed by the five officers comprising the cour, } 


From the testimony of Commissioner James Morgan 


* Question 19._-You will please state to 
conduct as commander of the Austin, from the 2 
New Orleans to our arrival off the “cheat of Veena = 
meeting the enemy, and particularly in relation to the. 
neers and murderers who had been tried by court martial te. 
fore we left New Orleans, and for carrying out the seni o 
of said court martial I am accused of murder? = 

‘* Answer. The conduct of Commodore Moore, on jy, 
the Austin, was such as 1 should have expected from a any 
mander of a fleet—rather more perfect than I should ha 
expected froma man of his age. He was very Dafticun 
in his discipline, and appeared to understand every ion 
line necessary on board a man of-war—the crew were ze 
ercised twice a day at the guns, and instructed iy ay the 
arts of naval wartare that it Was necessary for them to know 
so far as I could judge. ’ 

‘* With regard to the mutineers, the third or fourth da 
after we were out they were brouglit forward, one at a lew” 
the officers and crew ail assembled to hear their sentence 
read; which were read aloud by Commodore Moore hutn- 
self, in presence of all on board. The laws for the gover), 
ment of the navy were also read. Afler the senteyes 


the cour my 


| each One was read, he gave notice to those who were on" 


executed, to prepare themselves for death; that he gave 


| them to the next day to do so, When the officers and crow 


were all assembled, and the prisouers brought up for execy. 
the government of the navy, and the punishment wittineery 
were subject to. He then stated to those who were cpp. 
demned to be banged, that they had been fairly tried by q 
court martial selected for the purpose, and had able coup. 
sel assigned them to defend them; that after a patient jp. 
vestigation of the whole affair, they were condemned to the 
punishment of death, whichge, as the officer in command, 
was bound by his oath, and the laws of his couniry, io se 
executed; that it was the first time in his life he had ever 
to do anything of the sort, and he hoped to God it wouid be 
the last. He afterwards made some feeling remarks, » 
which everybody within his hearing was very sensibly 
affected. 

* On the next day, at twelve o’clock, the ship was hove 
to, and the four condemned to be hung were accordingly 
hung up at the yard-arm till they were dead, when they 
were taken down, prayers read over each separately, and 
they were cast into the sea.”’ 


But, sir, more than this. When Commodor 
Moore returned to the ports of his own Govern. 
ment, he surrendered himself to its authorities 
and demanded a triel upon the charges of murder, 
piracy, and defalcation, and other charges of a 
grave character preferred against him. The Con- 

ess of Texas accorded to him a committee of 
investigation, and I have the result of that com- 
mittee’s investigation before me, which I will not 
trouble the Senate by reading, but will refer to, 
and publish in my remarks, beeause the investi- 
gation is so full, clear, and conclusive, that Con- 
modore Moore might well rest his vindication 
on this report of the joint naval committees of 
both houses of the Texas: Congress, which cor- 
mences on page 348, of the printed Journals of 
the House of Representatives of the Eighth Con- 
gress of that Republic; as follows: 


The joint naval committee, by Levi Jones, one of said 
committee, made the following report; which was read, viz: 
To the President of the Senate; and 

Speaker of the House of Representatives: 

The undersigned, menibers of the Committee of the Fen- 
ate and House of Representatives on Naval Affairs, acting 
conjointly, by the order of their respective Houses, on the 
memorial of Edwin W. Moore, late of the Texas navg, have, 
so far as the time allowed them from the discharge of other 
duties permitted, given to the matters involved in it that 
careful and deliberate consideration which seemed to be re- 
quired ; first, by their importance, and secondly, by the high 
official station and reputation of the functionaries and indi- 
viduals whose acts have thus become the subject of inquiry, 
and they beg leave to report, as the result of their investiga 
tion— 

That on the 19th of July, 1843, Post Captain Edwin W. 
Moore, thén in command of the navy of Texas, was, by 
order of the President, “ dishonorably discharged from the 
naval service of the Republic,’ as appears by a letter a¢- 
dressed to him from Washington, of that date, bearing the 
signature of G. W. Hill, Secretary of War and Marine. 

Upon looking at this “ order of the President,” as comml- 
nicated by his ‘‘ Secretary of War and Marine,” the fist 
inquiry to which the joint committee directed its attention 
was, as to the authority of the President to make it. In* 
Government possessing no power except such asis conferred 
by the Constitation and laws of the land, the undersigned 
believe that ~ —_ can be or angry onal a — 

i e express authority w ; nore n 
ah ie teat ts accordance with the spirit of our petit 
tions until after a full and fair i , before a Sat 
tent tribunal, where the party has had an opportunily 
ing heard in his defense. ‘ 
In this case, Captain Moore was dismissed from a servic? 
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